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Military Tribunal in the matter of The 
United States of America, the } 
public, the Pal bed Kingdom of ce] 
and ind, and the Union Soviet 
Socialist eee Ags against Hermann jilhelm 
dhs s et a fendants, sitting at Nurnberg, 
Germany Apri 946, 1000-1300 hours, 
vresid lin e . 
SIR DAVID MAX./ELL-FYFE: My Lord, Your Lordship will have noticed thit I 
not deal with the question of Jews. That will now be takon up by my 
learned friend, M. Faure, of the French Delegation. 


Ty Ts UPR M4 


One KAUFFMANN (Counsel for defendant Kaltenbrunner): 

Mre President, may I sa y a few words on an imnortant question? Yesterday 
& map was discussed here, the map which is now visible in Courte From that 

map the Prosecution drew the conclusion that a large number of concentration 
camps were distributed all over Germanye The defendants are contradicting that 
statement energetically. My client, Dr, Kaltenbrunner, is going to try to 
prove that only very few of these red svote are correcte I would like to say 
that right now, so that during subsequent cases the impression will not be 
reated again and apain that that map is correct. 

THE PRESIDENT: D Kauffmann, this is only a reproduction of what has 
already been put in 
KAUFFMANN: Yes, but I am at liberty, am I not, to prove the contrary? 

but it is not n cessary for you to say 


ut in by the Prog sion at 


to answer i but not to answer it 


Me FAURE: 


Qe Defendant, as Minister for Foreign Affairs, you were the head of the 
diplomatic personnel, were you not? 
die Yese 


Qe The personnel followed your instruations, 


he Yes . 
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Qe You declared yesterday that you were resvonsible for the acts of your 
subordinates? 
dhe Yese 


‘ould you please indicate to me if Dre Best, Plenipotentiary on 
Denmark, was a member of your Ministrye 


fie Yose 


Qe Dre Best told you, did he not, that Hitler had given an order to 
ssassinate Dancs when there wore acts of sabotage? 


üe May I ask you to repeat the question? 


Qe Dre Best, according to the documents that were produced before the 


Tribunal, saw you on 30 December 1943 and told you thet Hitler had given the 


order to assassinate Danes when there were acts of sabotage in Denmark; is 


that so? 


Ae Yes, that was to be done against 


That was tho order. 
The order, according to the terms employed by Dr. Best in the document 


to execute without judgment persons, terrorists or noneterroristse Can 


be considered as assassination? 


AD 


Ae From the beginning Dre I opposed the hostile measures. 


Defendant, I am not trying to say that you were pleased with this 


affairs. I am merely asking you if you were informed thereof. Is 


that correct? 


7 
l 


es, the Fuehrer wanted that; that is truee I do not know detailse 


I protested against it strongly with the Fuchrer. ‘hat was ordered afterwards 


I do not know because it went throvch another department, as far as I know. 


le I note that you were really informed of the Fuehrer's order given that 


day to permit assassination. You therefore considered it normal to belong to 


a government, the head of which was a murderers 


Í 


ñe No, exactly the contrary is true, Prosecutor. Exactly the contrary. 
I have told him that I was against theso measures and that I was of the opposite 
opinion. Consequently, the Fuchrer was most dissatisfiod with Dre Best, and 


ho had the matter handled by some other sources, since Dr. Best onposed 


matter, and I opposed it, too, 
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Qe I am merely asking you to answer my question simplye You can give 
details through your Counsel latere 
Talking of Denmark, there was action against the Jews in that country 


in order to deport theme Did you not have anything to do with thet? 


- 
~ 


As I oan not tell you anything about the matters relating to Jews in 
Denmark. 

Qe You never heard anything about them, did you? 

ñe I can recollect that I once discussed the question with Best and that 
this quosticn had no significance, He was not proposing to do anything violent 
absut the Jewish question there, and I agreede 

Je I ask that you be shown D¥cument 2375-rs. 

Me FAURE: This document has not been submitted to the Tribunal. I would 
like to submit it under French Number 1503. 

% I would like to read with you the second paragranh of that document. 
It is an affidavit from a commander of the Police in Denmarke 

"is command, I was subordinate to Dr. Beste In the matter of Jews, I 
asked Dre Best to give me the reasons for the mensures that wore ordered. Dr. 
Best declared to me that the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Reich obviously 
knew Hitler's intention to exterminate the Jews in Europes He had furnished to 
Hitler a report about the Jewish problem in Denmark and presented his observatio: 
thoreone 

"Dr. Best declared furthermore that tibbentrop assumed the responsibility 
for the case of Jews remaining in Denmmarite Dre Best clso had to carry out the 


measures that were proposed to H 


itler by Ribbentrop. I was therefore tc get in 


touch with Dr. Best --" 


Apr=2-M-RT-2-1 

A That is absolute and complete imagination, what is written in this 
document, That is perfectly untrue, 

Q I would then ask that you be shown document 3688={PS, which I wish to 
deposit undur the French number 1502, It is an ordur of the 24 September 1942 
from Hitler, addressed to his collaborators. I wish to read with you the first 


two paragraphs of that documenté 


"The Minister for Forvign ..“fairs has instructed me today by telephone 


to hasten as much as possible evacuation of Jows from different countries in 
Europem since it is curtain thet Jews incite against us everywhere anc must be 
mace responsible for acts of sabotage and attacks, After a short lecture on 
the evacuations now in process in Slovakia, Croatia, Rumania anu the occupied 
territorios, the RAM has ordered that we are te approach the Bulgarian, 
Hungarian anc Danish Governments with the goal of getting the evacuation 
started in these Countries," 

I suggest that this second document confirms the first as regards your 
participation in the deportation of Jews in Denmark. Do you agree? 

A It is correct, It was the Fuchrer's plan at the time that the Jews 
shoul. be sent to North ifrica from Europe to asia, They wore to be evacuated, 
and he had given me the order to approach several governments so as to bring 
about an emigration of the Jews, if possible, and to have the Jews removed 
from important government posts, Such instructions were given by me to the 
Forcign Office at the tine, anc according to my recollection, on several oc- 

ns curtain governments have been approached, This cone.rns the emigration 
of Juws to c-rtain parts in North africa, that is true, May I return once more 
to that affidavit? That is utter anc compl.te imagination and perfectly in- 
correct on the part of Colonel iildner, 

With reference to Denmark, the position was thet on one oecasi n Best 
discussed the Jewish guestiln with me, anu he considured that as far as 
Deniark w.s concerned, it wis cf no particular importenec, since there were so 
few Jews, I declared that he would have to leave things alone there, That is 
the truth, 

Q You admit therefore that this aocument signed by Luther is correct and 
that you did give the order to evacuate the Jews of Denmeark? 

A No, I have just ssie no, not in Denmark, I don't know that docunent 


ricinally was Mr. Luthor's, ae 
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O Please answer my questions; ‘thcerwise we waste a lot of time, 


apre2-M-RT-2-2 


Do you say that both of these documents are incorrect? 
A I didn't say that, That is not true, What I said wes that I didn't know 
the Luther document, but what is true is that the Fuchrer gave instructions to 
me that I was to tell the Foreign Uffice to approach certain forvign govern- 
ments in order to solve the Jewish question in such a way that they were to be 
removed from government positivns, and that wherever possible an emigration 
of Jews should be favored, 

Q The German idubassy in Paris was undir your ordurs, was it not? 

à The German Embassy in Paris--that is, the ambassador to the Vichy 
Government, was curtainly under my jurisdiction. 

Q That is all cbout that, 

French Decunwnt 1061 has alr ndy been produced, and in this document you 
Cvfined the functions if snbassacor ..butz, In this document, which you have 
alreacy heard twice, I would remine you that you save Jbutz permission to put 
in © sure place the public and private art treasures, particularly those that 
belonged to Jews, 2nd you laid down various conlitivas relating thereto, Abetz 
executed this mission by pillaging art collections in France? 

i No. 

Q I would ask that you be show. Document 3766-PS, which has not yet been 
produced, ani to which I should lik. te pive the French number 15055, I will 
merely go over a few lines of that document with you. It is a report from the 
military administration which was distributed to 700 numbers, It is a report 
on the removal of French art objects by the Gernian Embassy in France, If you 
will look at page No. 3a, you will see that the title in the margin is very 
significant: "The G_rann Mubassy right to remove articles of art from the 
Louvre," 


i When may I refer to the incividual points? Not at 211 or what? 


Q When I ask you a question you will answer, I am roading 2 passage to you 


"Therefore .mbassador abetz undcrtook, violating the prohibition pronounced by 
the military authorities to send to Gurmany"-- 

à I can't find the part you are reading. What page is it on? 
Q Page 4, on the top of the page, 


s 


a Now L can find it, 
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Q "ambassador Abctz unacertook, thereby violating the prohibition pronou-= 


Apr-2-li-RT-2-3 


need by the military authorities, to send to Germany a whole series of 
articles from the Louvre which had been placed in security," 

y this; This is perfcctly untrue, Not 2 single work of 
art has been taken out cf the Louvre by ambassador abctz. That would have 
been contrary to my distinct orders anu it would have been against the 
Fuchrer's wishes, and he had prohibited it strictly. In other words, in this 
point the report is completely incorrect, 

May I mention in this connection that on one ocension the French Goven- 

ment wanted to present me with a work of art from the Louvre, That was a 
peinting by Bouchet. That painting was in fact sent to Borlin on the occasion 
of my Birthday anu I returned it to the French Governnent, That is all I know 
about srt treasures from the Louvre, I con't own any of them anù the Forcign 
Office never saw 2 single work of art originating from the Louvre, 

THE PRESIDENT: What is this report you are putting to him? 

M.F.URE: It is a report from the German liilitery Administration, which 
is in the smericn documents in the P3 scrics, The Tribunal 
reccivec a general affidavit refurring thereto, It is an 
wacrican document, I indicate to the Tribunal thet this 
contains numcrous other passages relating to Abetz's actions 
but as the defendant ccelarvs that the report is inexact as 
regards one of its passages, I shall not continue rending the 
aocument, in order to save tine, 

IHE VITNE This i 4 report on booty, that decumcnt, 

BY ii. FURE 

> answer ly questions, We are not going to engage ina 


troversy, Your counsel can interrogate you Later on. 


DR.HORN: (counsel for d fendant Ribbentrop): Please may I clərify just 


what we are concerned with in connection with the wocuments which sre being 
submitted to the cofendant? If it is said this is a captured document and it 
is not, then it has torbeoput right here and at once, 

FAURE: I have already indicsted that these Cocunents belong to the 


of captured documents, The cocunent has a large number of such 


documents and I do not think that its authenticity will be cisputed, 





UM 
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BY Mi. FAURE: 
Q I would like to ask you now the following question: 
THE PRESIDENT; Are you going to ask further questions upon this 


document? 


N. FAURE lo, ir. President, Apart from the question of art treasures, 


abotz also looked after the question of treatment of Jows. 
a He had not any such order, anc as far as I know he had nothing to do 
with the Jewish question of France either, That question was being handled 


by other departments, 


A 
4 ~ 4 & 


view to settling > Situation of Gerian or Justrian desecnt who were resicing 
in France? 

aà I con't know anc I can't recollict it, 

Q I would like to show you Document BG 265 (?), which I ask to lodge as 
French cocunent 1504, It is a telegram from abetz cated 1 October 1940. I 
will read merely the first and last 


"The solution of the Jowish problem in the occupicd territory of France 
requires besides various measures a sgulation as on as possible of the 
citizenship status of the Reich German Jews who were living here at the 
beginning of the v 


"The measures proposed here above are to be considered as merely the 


the solution of the entire problem. I reserve to nysclf 
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A May I please ask to be given time to read that telegram first? 
THE TRESIDENT: That is a little too fast. 
Me FAURES Yesa 
A (Continuing) So far as I can see, this telegram is concerned with 
the fact that Austrian anc German Jews should de transported from France 
to Germanys I don't know anything about itè I am seeing this telegram 
for the first time today, and I can't give you any information on ite This 
is probably one of the measures taken in the ordinary course of work at the 
Foreign Office, which, however, was not submitted to mee Apart from that, 
these matters were dealt with ‘xy other departments and not >y use 
Q If you will lcok on the lcftehanc side of the telegram, you will see 
the distribution lists There were nineteen, including yourself, is that not 
You were number 26 
May I tell the French Prosecutor that every day five, six, seven 
or eight hundred such documents and telecrams reached my office, of which one 
or two percent were submitted to mee At any rato, I don't know this telegram, 
Q Apart from the question of Jews of German or Austrian origin, 
you collaborate?’ with your subordinates at that Embassy and also locked after 
the question of French JewSe 
fore askinc you a question, I would like to read to you two 
om 2 document which was deposited before the Tribunal as French 
documant nker is 2 report from Dannecker, who was charged with 
the Jer. í vs 14 Franeee This is what is said by Damecker in his 
concl: 
"In this matter, I connot speak of this question without mentioning 
the frien?ly collaberatin that is given to us by Ambassador Abetz and his 
representative Schleier, and Dre teitschel, Consul of the Embassye I should 
like to make it clear that the German Embassy in Paris furnished, of its 
own initiative, large sums of moncy in this matter of the Jews, and that it 
will continuce" 
It results therefore from this document-« 


THB PRESIDENT: Mre Faure, we. don't know where you are reacing frome 


Me FAURE: Mre Tresident, t hig .lacument was not givento you in full 
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in this folder because it was alrea v produced before the Tribunale I merely 
wish to read the phrase that I have been readings 

THE PRESIDENT: All richte 
BY Me PAURE: 

Q It arises therefore, from this document, that three fficials of the 
German Embassye-ibetz, Schleier and “ieitschel-- collaborated with Dannecker 
inthe settlement of Jewish affairsẹe That does arise from the document, 
coes it not? 

A Is that a question? Am I supposed to answer that? I don't know. 

Q It is a questione 

A To that question I must answer "certainly". Certainly, in some 
way, we collaborated in the Jewish zuestion in France, that is perfectly 
clear. However, I can also aid to that that the French Prosecution must 
certainly be informed about the fact that Ambassador Abetz was instructed 
by me, and also acted on his om accord, to alleviate that situatione 
“hatever the Embassy may have done in this respect, and just how it 
participated, for that, of course, I have to assume esponsibility. But I 
want to repeat once again that my instructiors anl ihe activities of 
Ambassador Abetz were always to the contrary. It is perfectly clear that 
because of the principle, or the anti-Semitic tendency of German ;olicy, this 
would spread to all departments, and that, of course, in some sphere or other, 
every ‘department would come in contact with these matterse 

k of the Foreign Officc--which could be proved in thousands of 
cases if we hac the files heroe--was to act as an intermediary in this spherce 
Quite often we had to act with the anti-‘Semitic policy, but we always tried 
afterwards to retrieve these steps and to elleviate the difficulticse In 
fact, so far as France is concerned, the Forcign Office does not bear the 
responsibility for any measures aguinst the Jewse 

THE TRESIDENT: Could you speak a little bit lower, or a little bit 
away from the microphone? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, certainlye 
BY Me FAUREs 


Q I would like to draw your attantion to another document, number 1210-~ 


a French cocument--which is a second report from Dannecker of the 22nd of 
-b 94l - 
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February, 1942 I should like to refer to page 3 of that document, 

à I should like to say right now that I don't even know who Dannecker 
isẹ Perhaps you can give me some information on that subjecte 

Q I indicated to you that Dannecker was the person charged with Jewish 
affairs in Frances As a matter of fact, these documents were deposited a 
long time before with the Tpibunal and communicated to the defenses 

At page 3 of the document--which is page 2 of the German--there is @ 
particular paragraph entitled, "Action", from which I reac one sentences 
"Up to the present, three important operations have been undertaken against 
the Jewse" 

May I ask you.once more where I can find that part, on what page? 
age 2 of the German version, under the heading "Action". 

A Yes, I have found ite 

Q I read once more: "Up to the present three important operations 

been carried out against the Jews in Parise" 

Now, if you will look at the last jage of the document, the last 
paragraph but one, we read as follows: "Since the year 1941 there has been 
a conference dvery Tuesday, One, two, and three, military commands; 
four, German Embassy; fivc, a representative of Rosenberge The conference 
has, as a result, with very few exceptions, naturally, referréd to the 
matters concerning Jewish policy that have been carried out in the occupied 
terrivories 


rs imarally, that your collaborators were mixed up with this. 


wer to that, that sc far as I know, the outsiders that are 


r-.yaturally, they would have included themselves in this 


Q I ask that you be dhom French document 1220, which is a letter fron 
the German Embassy of the 27th of June, 192, addressed to the head of the 
Security Police and the SD in France; and before asking you a question I 
would like to read with you the first two paragraphs of this letter: 

"Following my interview with Dannecker on the date of the 27th of June, 
during which he indicated that he required that 50,000 Jews of the free 


gone be deported tothe East and that it was necessary to support the effort: 
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of the Commissar, Marti de Pelpoi, where the situation appears, I informed 
Ambassador Abetz of this matter and Counsellor Hahne The latter is to confer 
wi th wal, and he promised me that he would speak to him at once about the 
handing over of these 50,000 JewSe Also, there is thematter of giving fuil 
powers to Marti de Felpoi and to report to him at once as to the credits 
which have been promised to hime" 
Now, I should like to ask you a questione I ask you to answer as briefly 
as possiblee 
Were you aware of this demarche for the handing over of these 50, 000 
No, I was not, and it was here for the first time that I heard about 
it, when this document was reac out Leforee 
Q If your collaborators Abetz, Hahn, anc ‘/eitschel made visits on this 
subject without informing you, was it not because they thought they were 
following your feneral directives? 
No, I don't believe soe They were acting rather independe 
in Paris, but I wuld like to repeat that I am assuming responsibility 
everything that these gentlemen have donce I want to repeat that and make 
it cleare However, I knew nothing avout this matter regarding 50,000 Jews, 


` 


and I don't even know whether it was carried out; and just where and when 

these men incluced themselves in the proceedings is not clear from the letter. 
I only know one thing, and that is that my general instructions were to 

mark time recarcing; these matters, and I made my conception clear to the 

men under me and told them not to do anything to force matters, but, on the 


contrary, t> keep then downe I camot say more on the subjecte 


Q During the interrozation of your witness Stcen:racht, the Britis! 


pu®lic prosecutor produced a cocumert, 3319=PS, uncer the British number 287. 


I should like to refer to this document briefly for one questione In this 
locument there is an account of a meeting, or a congress, at which were 
present all the reporters on Jewish questions in Europe. This congress was 
held on the 3rd and lth of April, 19. It was organized by Schleier, Did 
you know anything about this congress? 
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No. This is the first time I have heard about ite hat sort of cone 


that? I have never heard that it took placce hat is it sunposed to 


This document was deposited -= 
Ae I only know about one congresse I asked the Fuchrer not to hold ite 
But about one which took place I know nothing at all. I should lite you to giv 
me some more detailed information on that, please. 

The document was handed ovér to the Tribunal, and I would like to ask 
you one question. ) st hat you were unaware of this mecting where 
there were present thirtyecne »ersons who nearly all belonged to the dirlomatic 
servicee I will indicate to you that during this meeting the counsellor of the 
embassy mace a declaration which was reported in the following terms: that the 
Jews should be deported into the eastern territories. I suggest that this 
declaration made by the counsellor of the embassy in the presence of 31 people 
belonging to your service probably voiced your own attitude on these matters. 

Ae I don't even know what you are referring toe lease, may I have some 

information regarding what we are concerned with? I am not the least informed, 

e already told you once before that I know nothing about a congress excent 
that there was one which I stopped rt ws international one which was 
supposed to be held, but regarding o ere linlomats I know nothing, 
Pleas¢ would you place at my či nl the docunent so that I can define my 
attituce.e 

Qe I do not intend to show you this document. I read one sentence con- 
tained in this document, and I now am asking you merely if this phrase represen’ 
your opinion or note You can answer yes or noe 


Ae In that case I want to state again that there wasn't a conrre 


opportunity 
is not afforded the Defendant to give 
THS PRESIDINT: The Tribunal thinks the question was propere 


I ask you whether this phrase which I have read cut to you reflects 


your opinions. 
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Ae In that case may I ask you to repeat the sentencee I didn't understan 


% “he speaker said that while the solution of Jewish matters in 
Palestine and several other ones would have to be thrown out, one would have to 
carry out the deportation of Jows in the castern territories. Was that your 
policy? 

ie No, it was note 

Your attention was drawn to the fact that the Italian authorities in 
France protected Jews against persecution by Germans? 
I reecllect that there was some such matter, but I don't 
remember exactly. 

% Did you take any steps about the result of this with the Italian 
Government? 

å. I recollect that on one occasion I talked with either Mussolini or 
Count Ciano about certain sabotage acts which had occurred in Grance and that 
one would have to be on the alerte Jnd I think in that connection the Jewish 
problem was discussed tore 

I ask that you be shown Document D=734, which I wulg like to deposit 
as French dacument 1501, his te is heated: 

"Note of a conversation betwoon the Reich F reign Minister anc the Duce in 
the presence of Von Mackonsen, Llferi and Bastianini on the 25th of February 
like to read with you the second paragranh on this pages 

"Further, the Reich foreign minister dealt with the Jewish question. The 
Duce was aware that Germ ny took up a ractical position on the question of the 
trcatment of Jews. As a result of the evelopment of the war in Russia it 
had gained even greater Clarity. All Jews had heen transported from Germany 
ana from the territories occunie3 by her to reserves in the erste He, the Reich 
foreign minister, know that this measure was described as oruel, particularly 

s 
by enemies, but it was necessary in order to be dble to carry the war through 
to a successful conclusione" 

I shall not read the following poragravh, but the fourth: 

"France also had takon mensures against the Jews, which were extremely 
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usefule They were only temporary, becnuse here too the final solution would 
be in the deportation of the Jews to the East. He, the Reich Foreign Minister, 
knew that in Italian military circles -= just occasionally among German militar: 
people tooe= the Jewish problem was not sufficiently apnrecinted. Only this 
could he understand an order of the Commands Supreme which cancelled measures 
in the Italian occupation zone of France which had been taken against the Jews 
by the French authorities acting undcr German influence. 

"The Duce contested the accuracy of this report and traced it back to the 
French tactics of causing dissensicn ~etwoen Germany and Italy." 

Now I shall ask ycu a question: A short while ago ycu told us that one 
wanted to send all the Jews to Yndagaseare Is “acagascar in the eastern 
territories you are talking of? 


I 


Ae I dicn't understands Madagascar what? 


You were talking in this document of deporting Jews towards the 
eastern territories, an‘ a short while 2g0 you spoke to us of settling the Jews 
in Madagascar. 


m ` 


i, Now “hat was the Fuehrer's vlan. This document refers to the fact that 
a large-scale espionage system had been uncovere? in France, an? on the occasior 
of a journey into Italy the Fuchrer told me to talk with Mussolini anc make 

that these Jews who concerned themselves with espionage and sabotage were 
stopped from doing soe I should like tc say right away that on rriniple I 
knew what the Fuehrer's nlan was, namely, that the European Jews were cither to 
be resettled in Macagascar or in Africa or in the Easte That was generally 
known in Germany. That is what we are concerned with here in this “ocument. 
I know that at that time a lot of unpleasant matters hac occurred, and the 
Fuchrer was convinced that this had to be attributed to Jewish organizations 
which were located in southern Francese I now recollect that at that time I 

ant that we agreed to take 

corresponding measurese These Jews were helping the American and British 
intelligence services and supplying information to theme At least that is what 


the /Fuehrer was continuously told, 
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Qe You sai, did yon not, that all Jews had to be deported to the eastern 
territories? Please reply yes or noe 

ie whether I was in favor? 

Qe Germany deported from German territory and territories occupie? by her 
all Jews to castern territoriese That is true, is it not? 

Ae I don't know what this document ise I don't know what I did say in 
Cetaile But at any rate I knew that the Fuchrer ha? ordered that the Jews of 
the »ccupied territories in Bur. pe wore to be transnorted t- a certain district 
in the east where they were to be tled I knew that. But tho carrying out 
of these measures wag not my task as f reign minister or the task of the foreign 
offices But I (id know that this was the Fuehrer's wish. In this connection 
I do remember that I received the order from his to Ciscuss the matter with 
the Italian Government so that thoy too would introduce corresnon7ing measures 
regar’ing the Jewish probleme “hat applied to other countries to, where we 
had to send telegrams quite frequently, so that these countries did solve the 


Jewish question, 


a 


THE JRESIDENT: Did you read to the witness the second paragraph beginning 
"Further, the Reich Foreien Minister dealt with the Jewish questi-n"? Did you 
reac that to the witness? 

M. FAURE: Yes, Mr. President, the second paragran at is the paragrap? 
which I have just been reading. 

E PRESIDENT: ‘ell, you road the third one, but I don't know whether you 
second one toos d one to did you? Very well. 

Me .FuuURE: Yes, I read it as 

TEE PRESIDENT; The document is 2 new document, is it not? 

M. FAURE: Yes, w documente It is a document which I would like 
to deposit uncer the number 1501. It is originally D-734 of the British 
aseument books. 

THE PRESIDENT: Has the Defendant said whethcr he admist that it isa 
substantinlly accurate account of the conversation? 

THE JITNESS: I can't say for certain, Mr. Presicent, what I did say at the 


time, but I gather that, from the wrds that the Jews were spreaders of 
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information -- I do remember that a large espionage and sabotage organization 
was going at the time in France, and that the Fuechrer ordered me in this 
connection to talk to Mussolini, since the Italians were working against 
certain measures we had introduced in France. So I talked with Mussolini, and 


the Fuehrer was of the opinion that one would have to create clear conditions. 





2 Apri) R-5—1 

THE ERESIVENT: I believe you alreacy told us thate The question that 
I askec was whether you agreed that it was a substantially accurate account 
of the conversation. 

THE VITNESS: I consider that in certain points the report is incorrect, 
but basically the position was as I have just expléined ite 
BY iie FAURE: 

“ow, then, ycu also spoke about this question with Horthy, did 
you not, this Jewish question? 

Yes, I ha to have repeatec conferences with the Hungarian 
Government to get them to do something about the Jewish probleme The Fuehrer 
was extrenely keen on ite So I talke: about the question to the Eungarian 
Ambassador at a time when we mostly were concerne- with the fact that in a 
certain part of Budapest, which I con't know very well, the Jews were to be 
concentrate’ scmewhere,. That was Point l, 

Foint 2 was that the covernment departments were to be cleared of then, 
since in the preceding years it hac becowe clear that Jewish influence was 
decisive here tc bring Hungary to a sej 2 PCacee 

3 The document has alreacy bean produced relative to your conversa- 
tion or one -f the eonversaticns which you hac with Horthy. It was that of 
the 17th cf April 1943. It is that one numbered 736, which has been 
Cepositec uncer G5-233,. 

During the interrogation of the witness Schmict, the British prosecutor 
asked this witness if he acnitted havin; compiled this account, and this was 


confirmed by Schmidt. This bears the following nocte, at the bottom of the 


"The Foreign Minister ceclared that the Jews were to be sent to concen- 
traticn ceampse There is no other solution." 
You did say that, cid you not? 

In these words, most certainly note But I would like to soy this 
sete These minutes wore aparently prepared by ambassador Schmidt, 
abit, cays after a long ciscussion cf the Fuerer with Horthye 

# alreacy said repeatedly that the Fuehrer ordered me to talk to 

fian Government, their Amoassador, so as to bring about a solution 


Wish question. 
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at thet time when Horthy visite the Fuehrer, the Fuehrer emphasized 
to him the question very strongly, and I remember exactly that following the 
ciscussion I talked to Ambassador Schmict, saying that I didn't quite uncer- 
stand the Fuchrer, 

That remark here was certainly not mace in this waye «apparently Horthy 
said that after all he couldn!t beat the Jews to death, It is possible 
that I said that was out cf the question, ancI triec to cet Herthy ‘ack to 
the idea that he woul’! have to do Something about the Jewish question in 
Bucapest, which moans that he would have to carry cut the concentration which 
hac been desired by the Fuehere. It was wreba>ly in that connection that 
this remark cf mine fell, anc this is what it may refer to. 

I want to ac¢ that at that time the situation was that on Himaler's part 
there had been repeate? calls upon us, indicating that Himmler wished to 
handle the Jewish question in Hungary himself. I cidn't want that, since 
this wuld probably create a f reign political ¢cifficulties. 

Consequently, ty wishes of the Fuehrer who was very hard in regard 
to that question, I have often tried to act as an intermediary, but at the 
same time to vet the Hungarians to do Somethin; in the matter, Therefore, 
if some remark, which wes taken from a long conversation and summarized 
here, cic contain some such statement, then it certoinly never meant that 
I wantec the Jews beaten to Ceathe That was 100 rer cent a ainst my inner 
attituces 

"i I do net mderstang whether you answere? my question cr note 
I will have to ask you again. Are those minutes ecrrect, or are they not 
correct? 

No, in this form it cantt be correcte These are minutes which I 
have never seen personally. Otherwise, I woule have at once pointed out 
that this is nonsense and could be misuncerst > d, so I hadn't really seen 
the minutes. It was herein Nurn>ere that I saw them for the first time. 


I can only say that it scems to have happened that I did say "Vell, 


you can't beat the Jews to deaths i well, then, do s methinz, so that the 


Fuehrer is at last satisfied al 
And about the encentration of the Jews. That was, at any rate at 


that time, the aim we hace In cther words, we didn't want to make things 
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worse theree We were trying to do something in Hungary sc that no other 
department took matters in hand, thus causing foreign political difficulties 
for the Foreign Offices 

4 You knew at the time that many Jews had been deported. 

THE IRESIDENT; Are you passing fromthis document? 

Me FAURE: I was continuing to speak cf this document in imore general 
termSe 

THE GRESIVENT: jc you say you were passing from it? 

Vell, Defendant, the Tribunal would like tò know whether ycu cid say 
to theRegent Horthy that Jews -ucht to be taken to eontentroaticn camps. 


THS WITNESS: Yes, I consiccr that possible. ? think that is the case. 


It was our order at the time that a concentration camp was to be installed 


near udapest where theJews could be concentrated, and the Fuchrer had 
given me the order a long time before that to talk about the Jewish problem 
to the Hunvarians. There were to be two points: One, removal of the Jews 
from important Government positions. Two, as there were sc many Jews in 
Budapest, there was to be a concentration of Jews in certain parts of the 
city of Budapeste 

THE FRESIDENT:; I understand ycur suz estion to be that this ccocument 
is inaccurate. 

THE WITNESS: THat isn't accurate, that's right, yese The way I would 
like to put it is that it appears when you reac the document as if I had 
considered possible a beating to ceath or cestruction of the Jews, That is 
perfectly untrue, for what I said on the »sccasion which was written down 
later could only be uncerstood so that I wished that something was cone in 
Hungary which would solve the Jewish problem so that no other department 
woul: interfere in the matter, The Fuehrer often talked to me about it, 
very serivusly, and said that the question of the Jews in Hungary =-=- 

THE pRESIDENT; (Interposing) You have told us that, I think already, 
What I wanted to ask you was this? are you sug. esting that Schmidt, who 
drew up this memorancum, invented the last few sentences, beginning with 
the words; 

"If the Jews there did not want to work they were shob. If they could 


not work they had to succumb. They hac to be treated like tuberculosis bacil 
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with which a healthy body may become infectede This was not cruel if one 
remembered that innocent creatures of nature, such as hares or deers, have 
to be killed so that no harm is caused by theme Why should the beasts 

who wanted to bring us Bolshevism be spared more? Naticns which cid not 
rid themselves of Jews perishece One of the mst fam-us examples of this 
was the downfall of a people who were once sc proud, the Tersians, whe now 
lead a pitiful existence as Armenianse" 

Are you sug: esting that Schmidt invented those sentences or imagined 
them? 

THE WITNESS: Mre Fresident, I shuld like to say that I myself was 
amazed oy those words of the Fuehrer, and I cicn't quite understand theme 
Dut this attitude can probably only be understood in this way, that the 
Fuehrer believed that the Jews had brought about this war, and that that 
caused his fanatical hatred for theme 

Later on, after that conference, I talkec to interpreter Schmidt, 
and we agreed that this was the first time the Fuehrer had used words in 
connecti n with the Jewish problem which I could no longer understar. 
These words were no doubt not invented by Schmict. The Fuehrer dic 
himself in some such way at that times That is true. 

THE RESIDENT; Yes, M, Faure, 

FAURE: 

8 It arises from this document that you thoucht there were concene 
tration camps in Hungary and that you said yester/ay that you did not know 
there were any in Germanye Is that not so? 

I did not know that there were concentration camps in Hungarye 
What I said was that the Fuehrer had given me orders to talk to the Hungarian 
Government so that the Jews were concentratec in certain perts of the city 
of Budapeste About my knowledge of concentration camps in Germany, I have 
already talked yesterday about thate 

You admitted that you knew Hitler's policy to deport all Jews 
anc you admitted that insofar as you were competent as Minister for Foreign 


affairs, you assisted this policy, cic you not? That is right, is it not? 


In this sphere too I have obeyed the Fuehrer's orders as a faith- 


ful follower, but I have always tried to do everything to alleviate this 
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position, which can be proved by witnesses. Even in 1943 I submitted a 
long memorandum to the Fuehrer in which I asked him urgently to alter the 
Jewish policy completely and basically, and I could quote many other examples. 

If I understand your testimony rightly, you were morally op: osed 
to this persecution of Jews, but you did help to realize them, is that not so? 

I have said repeatecly, bight from the beginning of my examination, 
that I have never been antieSemitic in that sense, but that I was a faith- 
ful foll<wer of Adolf Hitlere 

Apart from the Jewish question, you occupied yourself with 
arresting French people, cid you not? 

The arresting of Frenchmen? 

Yes, Did you or dic you not give orcers to arrest Frenchmen? 

That is perfeetly possible that that is so, yese 

Can ycu be more precise on that subject? 

No, I can't recollect any detailse At any rate, I know that 
Frenchmen were arrested, but just how far we carried that out, that I don't 
knowe I think it was in 19)4, shortly before the invasion, that the Fuehrer 
had given an order that a lerse number cf important French members of the 
Resistance Movement were to be arvested, and I think that we were informed 
abut thate Therefore, it is possible that we cooperated in that action, 
but I can't remem ser vhe cetails These were the arrests of those elements, 
which, in the event of an invisicn, would id tha Ne sustance Movement, 
thus falling to the racki the German troy but Tt can't tell you any 
details about that now 

: I ask shes 
Number 1506, 
from this document 
Wht the end of 19643-.4% mst bav? besn in Neceuber-.-there was at the 

Foreign Office a conference on the measures to be taken in Fvancee As I 
was in Berlin I was irmeciately sumioned to i ock part in this cone 
ference, Ribbentrop, the Secretary of State, amhassador Abetz, another 
member of the Foreicn Office, whose name I forget, tre head of the SII0-- 


it must have been Kaltenbrunnere=the head of te Folice Department in 


France, anc’ a representative of the High Military Command, a Colonel Kossman, 
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if my memory serves me richts The Minister stated the following: 

"The Fuehrer expects that in France particular attention be paid. All 
German officers will have to carry out their duties nore accuratelye He sees 
arising a danger, in event of invasion, of those prémninent Frenchmen who 
were not collabor#tors with Germany becoming active a.ainst here This will 
constitute a ‘an: erous clement azainst the forces. 

"In all Ministerial University centers those people should be sousht. 


He “elieves that it would be necessary to strike a blow a~ainst these people. 


He sugceste a number of s2out 2,000 people. At a moment when it will be 


necessary to cefend Europe against her enemy, there isno reason why w 
Should not take preventive measures in France, 

"as to the practical means of putting this into effect, Ambassador 
abetz will have to take up this matter immediately in orcer to take account 
of all the questions that arise cut of this matter," 

I now ask ycu to say if this is accurate. 

A I remember that discussion very well. This w2s a Fuchrer order, 
end it was mace with reference to the rending invasion, sayine that measures 
vere to be taken which would arrest all resistance elements which woul? fall 
into the back of the German armye {I consicer that a perfectly obvious 
measure mace by any military command interested in the welfare of its troopse 

I expected that there would be a very much Larrer wave of 


q 


in fact we carried out a comparatively small number ofarrestse We had 
little to do with the actual arrests which were earried vut by the 
but it is perfectly clear thet the conference Zie take place at the 
and that we carried out what hac to be done at the time cs was proposed, 
which is, in other words, the arrest of those elements which could be- 
come Jan,erous in case of an invasione That is 

ie FAURE: I have no further questi onse 


THE skESININT: The Tribunal will aljourne 


(A recess was taken) 
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THE PRESIDENT: Thare are two things th:tiwant to say. One of them relates 
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o the prosecution and one of them relates to the defense, It is desircd that 
the prosecution should furnish documents to the interpreters when they are goin; 
to use documents in the course of examination or cross exauinotion. Documents 


necd not necessarily be in the language which the intecrprctur is going to use 


but there must be somo document in some langurge, one of the lancuyes, placed 


before the interpreters in ordur to assist. 


ther pdint is, that I am told that the defend nt's counswl are not 
getting their documents rency for the translation civisien in rnything like the 
two weeks beforehand which was specificc by the Tribunzl., The Tribunal, it is 
truc, said that the cocuacents must be furnishec te the Tribunal cr the trans- 
lating Civision two weeks ahvac possible ose words "1f possible" are 
being tre.ted to. lightly anc the cocuments, I au told, arc somctines caning 
in as late as fortyvight hours befor. the case 

akene That is not sufficient 
Loy it please the Tribunal, in tue course of the 

of this dcfuncant by the French prosecution, reference 
3766 anc I uncerstcod Dr. Hor » say thet the document wis t a captured 
docwacnt. NUS my understanding of his stzteacn I an nut altogether 
sure that that wos whi sic he approached the microphone, So the 
reeora 
captured com 


TRE TRI 


question. However, I had no opporttenisy t heck the nattor u cue head of the 
cocument it said tiat we we re concerned with the Va. uxhibit 3°65 Ps. I had 


no opportunity to check t origin of this cocunment and, thonefore, I sugzestec 


} d 


hat the French prosecution determine origin of the document, and that was 


my Sole objection. I did not dispute whether it was ^. captured decument but I 
could not check 
the other pro ors wish to ask questions of th 


Cefendant? Colonel wimen, the Tribunal hopes that you are not 


which hes clrcacy boin gone 


Most certaj 
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BY COLONEL AMEN: 

Q You spenk inglish pretty well, Ribbentrop? 

In the past I spoke very well anc I think I speak passably well today, 

Almost 2s well 2s you speak German? 

No, that I wouldn't say, but in the past I was almost bi-lingual. In 
the course of years, I have forgotten a great denl and now it is quite 
difficult for me to speak English. 

Q Do you know what i8ymeantoby a "yes man" in English? 

A A "yes man"-- yes, I would consider that aman who says "yes" to things 
which he himself--It is a little hard for me to define because I am not exactl 
surc what you mean by it in English. In German I would define him as a nian who 
oboys ordurs anu is obecient and loyal, 

Q And, as a matter of fact, you were a "yes man" for Hitler, isn't that 
correct? 

A I wes always loyal to Hitler, carried through his ordurs, was frequent] 
of a different opinion from his, hac serious disputes with him, tried torcsiz: 
several times, but when Hitler ordered, I always carricd out his instructions, 

Q Now, you were intcurrogated frequently by me, were you not, before thig 


trial? 


4 I believe once or twice, yes, 





p bgt iat UMMA 


Q Now, I am go:ng to read you certain questions and answers which were 
given in the course of these interrogations, and simply ask you to tell the 
Tribunal whether or not you made the answers that I read to youe That questior 
can be answered yes or no, do you understand? 

4 Yes, I doo 

Q "I have been a loyal man to the Fuehrer to his last days. I have 
never gone back on him I have been a loyal man to his last days, last 
hours, and I did not always agree with everything. On the contrary, I some= 
times had very divergent views, but I promised to him in 1941 that I would keep 
faith in him I gave him my word of honcur that I would not get him into 
any difficulties," 

Is that correct? 

å Yes, that is correct to my recollection, I cid not see the document 
and I did not sign any document, but I seem to recall that that is correct, 

Q Well, what did you mean by saying that you would not zet him into 
any difficulties? 

4 I saw in Adolf Hitler the symbol of Germany and the only man who 
could win this war for Germany, and therefore I did not want to make any 
difficulty for him, cause him any difficulty, and remained loyal to him unto 
the end. 

Q Well, what you really meant was that you were never going to cross 
him, nd you promised him that in 'hl, isn't that true? i 

& I said I would never cause him any difficulties, yes. Sometimes I 
was a difficult subordinate to him. I told him at the time thet I would not 
cause him any trouble or difficulty. 

Q In 41 you told him that no matter whether you differed with his 
opinion in the future, you would never press the point, isn't that true? 

A (No response) 

Q Yes or noe 

A No, not exactly that way, 

Well, approximately that, is that right? 
A No, I could not put it that way I meant only -- if I may define my 


position -- that I would never cause him difficulties; if a serious divergence 


of opinion would appear, I would just keep back my own cpinione 
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Q Well, you gave him your word of honor to “that effect, isn't that true? 
A Yes, that is correct. 


And at that time you had talked about resigning, isn't that correct? 


Q 
A Yes, that is true alsoe 
Q 


And that made the Fuehrer lcse his temper and become ill, correct? 

A Yes. "Ill" isn't exactly the correct term. He became quite excited, 
but I prefer not to mention the details, 

Q Well, he said it was injuring his health, isn't that correct, and 
told you to stop arguing with him about any of these questions and do what he 
told you to do? Right? 

å As far as the clcse and personal reasons, I would prefer not to speak, 
and especially since I do not believe that they would be of vital interest here, 

Q Well, I am not interested in that. I am interested only in 
ascertaining if it is ncta fact, and if you did not swear under oath, that 
on that occasion you swore to Hitler that you would never expressor press any 
divergent views to anything which he desired. Is that not correct? 

4 No, that is absolutely untrue, and the interpretation is wr Nge 
I told the Fuehrer that I would not cause him any trouble. &fter 1941 I 
had many a divergent view with him and told him about my opinions. 

Q Well, whatever divergent views you had you were never able to put any 
of them into effect after 1941, were you? 

Yes or noo 

A I dinit uncerstand the question. I ask you to please repeat it, 

Q I say, no matter how divergent your views were, or what views you 
expressed to the Fuehrer on any cf these questions after 1941, your suggestions, 
being contrary to the Fuehrer's, were never put into effect. Isn't that 
correct? You always eventually did what the Fuehrer told you to do and what he 
wished, regardless cf your own views. 

A You are putting two questicns to me, and to the first I would like to 
reply that it is not correct that Hitler never accepted proposals from after 
that; and I can answer question two that if Hitler uttered an expression or 
an opinion to me and gave an order, I carried the order through as a matter of 


Coursee 





M.A 


Q In other words, eventually you always said yes, isn't that correct? 
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A Yes, I carried through nis orderse 

Q Now, I am going toread you some more of your testimonys 

"Het! =~ referring to the Fuehrer -= "considered me his most close 
collaborator. A very serious conversation we had then when I wanted to go 
awaye I promised it to him and I have kept it to the last moment, It was 
sometimes very difficult, I can assure you, to keep this promise, and today 
I an sorry that I have given it. Perhaps it would have been better had I not 
given it, because it put me in a position that I could, since that moment, in 
very sericus and important moments of this war, not talk to Hitler in that way 
which I would have liked to have talked to him, and in which, perhaps, I cculd 
have ‘talked to him since this conversation in 1941, 

"I must explain all this to yu. If you don't know the background of 
these things you might think perhaps that as Foreign Minister during these 
last years I would like to say more about this, Perhaps I might say one could 

“give some more information about this, but I want to be and remain loyal to thi 
man, even after his death, as far as I can possibly do ite But I reserve 
myself, of course, the right for history also to show in keeping my promise, 
to show also the role which I have played in this whole drama," 

Did you or did you not make those statements under oath to me? 

Yes or no? Yes or no, please, 

do not renall, 
ath perhaps once or twice, but 
This stetemens is not verbatim and i+ mvst have been 


inadequately translated, It is worrest that I said that I was 


Fuehrer and that I said further that I had divergent views from him, and that 


I was not always of the same opinion, and that is the quintessen 
statement s 
& I only asked you one question, and I ask you again to answer it yes 
or noo Did you or did you not make those statements in the exact language 
that I just read them to you? 
THE PRESIDENT: I think, Colonel Amen, he really did answer that, 
because he said it is not verbatim. 


COLONEL AMEN: But it is verbatim. 
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THE PRESIDENT: That is a matter of opinion. He says it is not verbatim, 
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COLONEL AMEN: Well, very good, your Lordshipe 
BY COLONEL AMEN: 

Q In any event, you can see that you stated the substanceof what I 
just read to you, correct? 

A Just as I have said previously, yes. 

Q Now, as a matter of fact, Ribbentrop, you testified and gave this 
particular testimony in English, dic you not? 

I spoke English several times at interrogations, but whether thz: 
applies in this case, I can't Saye In any event, this statement was to be 
interpreted as I have already set forth. 

Q And when you gave your . testimony in English, that was at your own 
request, was it not? 

A Ne, that is not correct, 

Q At whose request? 

A That I don't know, I believe it just happened that way, but I cantt 
give you any particulars. I believe I Spoke English most cf the time and 
German only very seldom. 

Q Now, I am going to read you a little more of your testimony and ask 
you the same question, which I hope you will answer yes or no, namely: Did 
you give this testimony in the course of the interrogations 

"Q Do you feel that you have on obligation to the German people to 
historically set forth not only the good things, but the bad things, for their 
estucation in the future? 

"A That is a terribly difficult question to answer, 


"Q Does that counterbalance the loyalty you feel towards the Fuehrer? 


"A I do not want to stand before the German people as being disl yal 


to the Fuchrer,! 

Did you make those statements? 

A Yes, it is entirely possible, but I don't recall at this minute, 
We said so much in the course of the last few months, and my health was nt 
the best, you know, so that I cannot recall each anc every worde 


Q All right. Now, see if you recall having made these statements: 
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" I always told the Fuehrer openly my view if he wanted to hear it, 
tot before all decisions I had kept myself entirely back, but if the Fuehrer 
once had decided, I had, according to my attitude toward the Fuehrer, blindly 
carried out his orders and acted in the sense of his decision, In a few 
decisive foreign political points, I have tried to give my opinion in a more 
impressive manner. This was in the Polish crisis and also in the Russian 
question, because I considered this absolutely important and necessary, but 
since 1941 I had but very little weight and it was difficult to bring : 
opinion through with the Fuehrer,'t 
Do you recall having mace those statements? Yes, or no, pleasee 
A That is about right, yes, anc I recall that. 
THE PRESIDENT: Colcnel Amen, the Tribunal has already heard a very 
long cross examination cf the defendant, and they think that this 
isn't adding very much to what they have already heard. The defendant 
has given very similar evidence alreaiy, 
COLONEL AMEN: Very good, sire I will pass to another subjecte 
BY COLONEL AMEN: 
Q You have testified that there was a sharp line of demarcation between 
the political and the military situations, correct? 
# I didn't quite get the last part of your questicne 
Q You have t stified that there was always a sharp line of demarcation 
the political and the military elements. 
Yes. The Fuehrer always differentiated between these two aspects; yes 
And that information belonging to the military was kept exclusively 
for the military and not made available to your office, for example? Is that 
correct? 
As far as military things and plans were concerned, I heard very 
little, that is correct. 
Q And that the contrary was also true, that the information which you 
obtained was not mde available to the military, is that correct? 
* That I min no position to judge, but I would assume so, for after all 


I do not know what information the military received from the Fuehrer. 
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Q Well, you told us that the Fuehrer's entire plan was to keep those 
political and military channels separate cach from the other, correct? 

Yes, in zeneral he kept those two aspects sharply differentiated 
and I have testified to that cffect several tines already and for that 
reason I have just received knowlec_> of military documents here rather 
than before, That was in line with and in keeping with the scercet decree of 
the Fuchrer that only those poople who were concerned with it nust be infor- 
mec. of it. 

Q Now, as a matter of fact that was not true at all, was it Ribbentro’ 

A I have already given you my answer, 

Q as a natter of fact you hal secret agents out who were working 
jointly in forcign countries for your office, for the army and for the navy, 
isn't that true? 

No, that is not truce 

You are quite sure of that ? 

Yes, I am certain of it, 

you are swearing to 
mean agen 

Who were cut obtaining information for your office, for the arny 
and for the navy at the same time, jointly ? 

A I believe that improbable, It is possible that one man perhaps 
worked for different organizations but as far : mecrned our orsanization 
that is quite impossible, We had G Sr SCI service and the 
intelligence service of the Reich worked, é ar as I kno entirely sepa- 
rate from outs. It might be possible that a man here or there worked for more 
than one departient. It is conceivable that at the embassy, just as British, 
american and Russian consular people were used for information services, but 
every othcr country does the same things 

Q So you want to change the answer you made a moment ago, is that ri- 
richt? 

No, I do not wish to change it as r as the organization or basic 
line of principle is concerned, We never had secret agents, wo never used ther 
It might be that some cdepartme t of the Forcign Office concerned with this 
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might have had their agents and it is perhaps from this department that coun= 
—' - 4 


tereespionage work was carricd out or SD work was carried on, that is enti- 
rely possible, Later I spoke with Hitler about intellivence work as I had 

marked differences with Himaler and through the go d offices of Kaltenbrunner 
it was made possible to reach an avreement and to have certain intelligence 
reports put at our disposal also but this asrecement did not function, I belic- 
ve it had no practical value after 19h. 

Q Will you losk at’ Document Nuaber 3817-PS, please? 
tell the Tribunal who Albrecht Haushofer was, please? 

(witness handed docunent) 

Albrecht Haushofer was a co=worker of mince in rlicr years. He 
was a nan who concerned himself wi Volkstum questions (German minority ques- 
tions. ) 

Perhaps you will let me l the lette irst. It is a letter of Hausho- 


It is not signede 


lo, not quite yete all i st reac the first trying to make this 
as short as we possibly can 
letter refresh your recollecticn that Haushofer was 
ing various matters and 
At the moment I cannot call that Haushofer was in Tokio but that 
is entirely possible. 
Q Well, the letter is addressed to y id 4 Ses & report, does 
it not? 
Isn't there son 
erkhoim instead of Haushofer? Of course, yo old me it was a letter of Hau- 
shofer and it is possible that Haushofer was in Tokio but I cannot at this 
point give you the details. At that ti sent Count Duerkheim to Tokio but 
it is entirely possible Haushofer was there also. 
DR. HORN (Counsel for defondant Ribbentrop): Mre President, I 
that this letter does not contain a complete date or signature but 


Amen just told me that this letter was allegedly written in the year 1937 


'OD 
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but in the year 1937 Ribbentrop was not Foreign Minister, He became Foreign 


Minister in February of 19386, 

COLONEL AMEN: It has the late on it -= 3 October -- and it was captured 
with Haushofer's documents, 
BY COLONEL AEN: 

Q Haushofer, Albrecht Haushofer =-= 

I consider it probable that this is a letter of Haushofer but, as 

do not recall his visit to Tokio in 1937, 

Well, now =- 

He was a collaborator who worked with us in ths carly years but 
later concerned himself with Volkstum questions (Gernan minority questions) 
and in later years I lost track of hin, 

Q I will just pass along throuch this documente You will find the 
noxt document is a letter dated 15 April 1937, requesting reinbursenent a 


funds for this trip, 


passing to the next document, you wi ind a lotter to the 
of the Fuchrer Hess, saying: 
using the courier to send you also persona ly a short report which 
joing to Ribbentrop at the sanie time, It 
a summary of what ould observe and hear 
Do you sec 
Yes, it is before mo 
Then you will pass on to the n letter dated 1 September, 1937, 
sscd to yourself, 
Yes. 


Enclosing a report covering the first four wocks, 
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Ae Yes, I have that letter before mee 

Qe Now, we will pass over the report for a moment mma you will come to a 
letter cated 17 Decembcr, 19376 

THE PRESIDENT: Colonel Amen, the Tribunal thinks this is very far from the 
matters which they have really got to consider. 

COLONEL AMEN: Very good, sire It seoms to me that this indicates very 
clearly that cories cf the same report which is inclu’ec here were being sent 
simultaneously to the Army, to the Navy =-=- it went to Raeder == one to the army 
ani to Ribbentrop. 

THE PRESIDINT: Yes, it is true that the witness's first answer was that 
they cid not have joint agents but he eventually qualified that anc said they 
might sometimes have hat joint agents. 

COLONEL AMEN: That is right, sire If you think ho has already conceded 
that point -- 

I woulg like to nut this in as U.S.A. Exhibit 790. 

THE ‘ITNESS o be permitte] to say we are not concerned with an 
agente Mr. Haushofer was a frew collaborator who was interestet in politics in 
general and in Volkstum questionse If he was in T kio, and I believe he may 
have been, I told him to speak with several, different people and to report to 


t finling out now through these letters that for reasons of 


business or because he knew these other sentlomen, he reported not cnly to me 


but to these other gentlemen as wel Sut we are nxt concerned with an agent, 
with a joint age er + believe the only other gentleman who knew him closel: 
was Rudolf Hess w not believe anyone else knew him. Hoss an2 I knew him 
but if I were to say anything olso you would get the wrong impression. This was 
a private traveling persone 
BY COLONEL AMEN: 

Q Now, I believe you have told the Tribunal that you wore not very close 
to Himmler, is that right? 

te My relation to Himmler was geod during the first few years but I am 
sorry to say our relationship was not good in the latter yearse That was not 


entirely obvious to the outside and to the public but I do not wish to discuss 


e2oe 


6965 





2 ApreeonseBc MCN 
H0099 


— 0035 


this matter in detail. It has already been menti>nede There were soriocus 


Civergencies -- 

Qe I co not care what the civergencies were. In what years cid you get 
along closely with him? 

I did not understan* your questi ne 
In what years were you close to him? 

Ae The first divergencics between Himmler anù myself camo, I believe, in 
the year 1941 an? it e-necrned Rumanine +e reached an agreement as far as the 
outside world was concerned and we collaborated and exchanged letters on birth- 
days but the relationship wis not very good after 1941. Before 1941 our rela- 
tions were good end I agreed with the icea of a Fuchrer groupe I was in 
positive agreement on that pointe 

Ye And you hac at least fifty social appointments with Himmler in 1940 
and 1941? 

Ae How many dic you say? 

Fifty. 

Ae Fifty -- n6, I do not believe that was the case, I wuld not say 

fifty, although I cannot say exactly. But after 1941 conecitions were serious 


between us but I believe < ors have testified as to that already. 


HE PRESIDENT: Aro you dealing with social appointments between Ribben- 

or something or other? 

COLONEL AMEN: Yese 

Is that a matter which the Tribunal has to go into? 

COLONEL AMEN I expect, sir, that any person that has as many appointments 
as are indicated by these books, certainly would have discussed with Himmler the 
matter of concentration camps anc the entire matters which Himmler was exe 
clusively han@ling. He has told the Tribunal that he ha’ never heard anything 
about concentration camps from Himmler, 


THE JITNESS: I would wish to repeat my statement that at no time air 


Himmler discuss this matter with me ond that we might have scen each other fre- 


quently but fifty, noe Perhaps five >r ten, although I cannot give you the 


exact number and I do not believe that is of vital significance an’ it is not 
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Of course, we had to collaborate and work together on my theories and this 


working was greatly difficult. 
Q There were many business appointments you hac withthem also, were 
Just bake a look at this sheet of entries from Himnler's 
appointment book and tell ne whether that conforms to your-- 

THE i RESIDENT: Colonel Anen, the Tribunal aces not want this matter gone 

any further. 

COLONEL AEN: Very good, sir, but these were business appointnents 
as Cistinguishe’ from social., There are no further questions. 

BY GENERAL RUDENKO:; 

Q Defendant Ribbentrop, in the course of the several last sessions 
of the Tribunal you explained rather in detail the foundations of the German 
foreign policy. I would like to ask you a few questions and would like you 
to make extremely laconic replies, primarily in terms of yes and no, 

Do you consider the Anschluss an act of agperessicn? I wuld like you to 
answer thise 

You mean Austria? 

YoSe 

No, it was not an aggressione It was the cxecution =- After my 
saying "Yes", may I answer a fow questions or shill I confine myself to yes 
or ne exclusively? 

Q No, I reroly asked you to answer my questions not in to. ercat 
detail, but laconically. I would like to receive replies in the sense of yes 
and Nos 

ly state of health has something to do with this and I please ask tha 
you pardon me 

I understande 

The Anschluss I did not consider an act of arcressione I considered 
it as an execution of the will of both peoples inv 21, who always wanted 
to be together, and something that the rogime before Hitler was concerned witt 

Q Once more I shall ask you to please reply yes or no to the questions. 
Do you think that the Anschluss with Austria was or was not part of the 


German aggressione 
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an ageressiong 

GENERAL RUDENKOs Yes, I uncerstand, 

THE TRESIDENT: And we have alrcacy ruled that the witnesses are not to 
be confined to i E yes or noe They must answer yes or no first, and 
then make a short explanation if they want tce But, anyhow, with reference 
to this question, he has answered it catesorically, 

BY GENERAL RUDENKOs 

Q The second question: Do you think that the seizure of Czechoslovakia 
by the German irny was German aceressicn? 

A Nos it was not an agcrossion in that sensce The annexation was in 
linc with the sclf determination of people as was set down hy Tresident *‘ilson 
in 1919 and the annexation of theAudetenland was sanctione” by the Great 
Powers in Munich, 

Q You evidently have not understood ny question. I have asked you 
whether you considered the seizure of Czechoslovakia a German ascressiong 

Noy it is not German aggression in that sense, but I consider it, 
as the Fuehrer tol me and I believe that is correct, that it was a matter of 
necessity resulting from the geographical situation of Germany e This 
geographic position meant that Russo-Czcéhoslovakia was to be an arcal hase 
acainst Germanye The Fuehrer was of the opinion, therefore, that this 
region of Bohemia and Moravia woul? have to be occupied so that the German 
Reich would be protected against attacks, especially from the aire The 
Cistance between Pracue and Berlin was a half-hour's cistance by aire The 
Fuchrer told me that, with respect of the fact that the United States of 
America hac certain spheres of interest in tho Yi 
Russia was a large territory an? England encompé 
Germany would be justified in taking such a small area as its sphere of 
influenceée 


Q It is clears Do you consider the invasion of Poland part of the 


I have to answer again with noe The attack on Poland, because 


position and attituce taken by the other parties, ws inevitable and 
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could not be circumvented in any waye It would have been possible to reach 
aceful solution in accordance with German Reich, andI believe that the 
Fuchrer would have taken this way if the other powers had taken this roade 


But, 2s the situation was, the tension had become so great that Germany c ould 


not tolerate anything more, and Germany as a creat power could net be 


tolerant of Polish prevocation any longors and that is how the war arosce 
I am convinced that the Fuchrer was nover interested in conquering Polance 
Q Do you censider the attack on Dennark part of the German aggression? 
A No, the "invasion" of Denmark, as we call it, was, according to what 
the Fuchrer told and explained to me, a preventive measure, in order to 
prevent the imminent landing of British fichtinc forcese Tpat our intclligen 
reports were authentic can be carried back to the fact that later on, shortly 
thereafter, fichting »etween Germany and Enclish troops took place after 
our lancing, and we knew that the British troops had been prepared for a 
long time prior to this cay and documents, which were found later and whi ch 
were published, show orders to the effect that an English landing in 
Scandinavia had heen planned and prepared to the last detaile The Fuehrer, 
therefore, believed he could prevent Scancinavia from »ecoming a theatre 
of war with his intervention, and I do not believe that you can apply the 
term "a:rression" to such a measuree 
Ane this theatre of Norway you don't consider aggressive action on 
of Gormany either? 
was talking about Narway ji Ov I was talkin; about Norway and 
Denmarke It was a combined actione 
Q All richt, that is srfficie nte I understand you quite clearlye 
Do you consider that the attack on Belgium, Holland, anc Luxembourg an 
arcressive action on the part of Germany? 
hat is the same questione I must say no, and I would like to 
explain my answere 
Q Just a momente I would like you to give answers which are more 
laconic, a little more brief, The basic question is, J0 you deny that these 
actions were a:-ressive actions on >; part of Germany? 
A The Russian Prosecutor will understand that we are dealin: with 


vital questions, vhich may not be dealt with in a sentence or two, especial! 
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since we did not have the opportunity to go into this at length beforce 


> 


Q I undorstend that you have been answering questions of that nature for 
about three days alreadye I appreciate thate 
I will try tc be brief. After the folish campaign, the military 
concerns wore the vital and decisive onese The Fuechrer wanted to localize 
the bordere He did not want it to expande As far as France, Holland, ant 
Belciun were concerned, France declared wor on use We dic not declare war 
on Franeee Therefore, ve had to be ready for an attack on all sidese The 
Fuchrer told me at that time that such an attack to the Ruhr Area was to 
be expected. The documents which were found later show without benefit of 
‘oubt, and show to the whole world, that this action was tme. The Fuchrer, 
therefore, decided to take the preventive measures in this case, t’, and 
not await an attack on the heart of Germany, but to attack first. Therefore, 
the timetabel appliete 
Q Do you consider the attack on Greece an aggressive action on the 
part of Germany? 
À The attack on Greece and Yugoslavia by Germany has already been 
discussece I don't believe I need to say anything more on this pointe 
do not think it is necessary to give detailed replies, I 
merely asked you whether you considered an attack on Gre.ce an aggressive 
action on the part of Germany? 
No, the measures which were taken in Yugoslavia and those taken by 
Greece in the granting: of bases to the cnoemies of Gernany justified 
intervention on the part of Adolf Hitler, so that an acgressive action cannot 
ta talkdof in this senses It was entirely clear that Pritish troops were 
e>out to land in Greece and that 2 riot or a putsch was made in Yugoslavia 


by the enemies of Germany in arcrecment with the enemies of Germany so that 


they could attack from that point one The acts of the French General Staff, 


which we found in France, showed clearly that Salonika lancing was »lannece 
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Q Mr, Ribbentrop, you have talked about that already, You have talked 
about that in detail before, Do you not think that you could give answers that 
are a little briefer? The last question with regard to aggressive action is, 
do you consider the attack on the Soviet Union a part of German agpression 
or an aggressive act on the part of German¥? Do you or do ym not? 

A It was not aggressions 

Q Excuse me please, Defendant Ribbentrope Do you mean literally that 
it was not an aggressive acticn? If you please =- 

å May I say a few words? The term "aggression" ds used by the Prosecuti 
is very sericus, and internaticnal law is not clear on it, by any manner of 
means, even today. But you no doubt must admit that we were thus concerned 
with a preventative measure, a preventative war. We did attack; we don't 
dispute that, I had hoped that the matters which we had to regulate with 
the Soviet Union should have been regulated in a diplcmatic way, and I did 
everything possible, But the political measures taken by the Soviet Union 
in the years 1941 and 1942 and until the cutbreak of war led the Fuehrer to 
believes, as he told me repeatedly, that sconer or later the so-called Easte 
West Sincers would be applied tc Germany, in the East Russia with her tremendc 
might, and that in the West»the United States and England would make a landing 
against Germany, and it was the great concern that this pincer-like acticn 
would come to pass, The Fushrer told me he had reports that a close 
collaboraticn was taking place between the General Staffs at Lindon and 
Mosc oWe I perscnally did not see the intelligence reports and did not 
receive any, but the reports which the Fuehrer told me about -= what the 


Fuehrer told me -= were of a concrete nature, In any event, he was very much 


afraid that the political situation wuld work cut in such a way that it would 


be catastrophic for him and for Germany, and he wanted to prevent a collapse 
of Germany anc the destruction of the balance of power and might in Europee 

Q In your testimony you have frequently stated that follwing peaceful 
cb jectives you considered it necessary to sclve a number of Cecisive questions 
thr ugh diplomatic channels, Now, obviously, this testimony is a falsehood, 
since just now you admitted that all these actions of aggression have been 


justified on the part of Germany, 
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A No, I did not want to say that; by what I said. I just said that we 
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were not concerned with an azceressive action, Mr. Prosecutor. I did tell how 
this war originated and how it devel.pec and how it spread. But I was always 
concerned at the beginning of the war in the Polish crisis and later on to do 
everything to prevent this war. That will be shown by history, aside from 
this Tribunal, We later tried to lccalize the war and prevent it from 
gpreacding, That is true, alsce Summarizing, I would like to say that the 
outbreak of the war was brought about throuzh circumstances at the end which 
were not in Hitler's hands any lcnzer, He could not act otherwise than as he 
did, and when the war spread further his decisions were prompted by military 
considerati ns and he acted solely in tae interest of his people. 

Q I understand you have submited to the Tribunal Noo 111, which is 
addressed to the Fushrer persora’ly. You must remenber the dccument. It 
was not so long age tha’; you nad submitted it to the Tribunal, 

å No, I am not exactly sure what we are concerned with. May I lcok 
at it? 

«w This document is in the hands of your owm Counsel, as Exhibit 
Noell). It has been submitted to the Tribunal by yur attorney. On page 


5 there -es 


THE FRESIOTNT: Is covla not have been subm’.tted to the Tribunal as 111, 


Without anytuirg mare, is it Jilm or lll what? 

GEWWRAL RUSUNKO, Nr, “resident his ig the same document submitted in 
the name of “the Dəyən ient Pibbentrop which bears merely the number, lll. We 
Haveonly a Russian ivs.ton here pate me to us together with a German 
book of dc:ements. I had supposed that the Tribunal has the sase book of 
cocuments, 


THE FRESIDENT: It is R-lllə You mean it isn't 111; it is Ribbentrop 


GENERAL RUDENKO: The number is 311, it now a pears. Mre President, 
the correct number is 311; not 111, pleas, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, I've got it now. It is in Decument Book No.9 

GENERAL RUDENKO$ May I continue, Mr. Président? 


THE FRESIDENT: Yess 
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Q On paze 5 of the document, while characterizing Hitler, you state 
the following: "After the Polish victory in the West and due to force and 
to the influence which we must ascribe to Hitler, in other wrds, Hitler's 
doctrine was that German hegemony must be established in the West as well as 
in the Bast." Do you remenber that extract from the document? 


á May I see the document? I am not familiar with it. 


GENERAL RUDENKO: I would ask the attorney for the Defense to submit 


the document t- the Defendant at this time, if you please, 

DRe HORN; M“r..President -= 

THE PRESIDENT: Wait a minutes 

Dr. Horn, the Tribunal are inclined to think that this document is quite 
irrelevant. ft is apparently a document by the Defendant Ribbentrop, touching 
upen the personality of the Fuehrere I don't know where it was prepared, 
but it seems to us to be irrelevant. 

DR. HORN: Yes, ur. President, I am of the same opinicn, that it is 
irrelevant. I included this document only in case the Defendant did not have 
an opportunity to give his relaticnship to Hitler, but since he has had that 
opportunity I would like to withdraw the document. 

THE PRESIDENT: General Rudenko, The Tribunal consider the document 
quite irrelevant. 

GFNERAL RUDENKO; Mr. President, this document was submitted in the book 
of doevierus by the Defendant. Supposedly it is written by the Defendant 
Ribberttcp u the soursee of this trial. All the Prosecutors considered it 
admissihie, siue Shere is a series of assumptions there that are important, 
including a sestripticn of Hitler's personality which sheds important light 
on certain things, However, if the Tribunal considers the document 
irrelevant, then it is perfectly agreeable to me. 

THE PRESIDENT: We haven't yet had an opportunity of ruling on the 
admissibility of these doéuments. It is the first time we have seen them, 
this morning. We all consider this document irrelevant, 

GENERAL RUDENKO: I understand. 

Q I would like to put several questi ns with regard tc German axgressi 


against Yugoslaviag I would like you to look over Document PS-1105, which 
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is entitled "Preliminary Plan for the Division of Yugslaviae" I want you 
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to lcok at Paragraph of the first section of the documente It states 


i = f: ere 
"The Fuehrer said with regard to Yugoslavia!" -= Have you found the place? 
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Ae Can you tell me what page that is, please. 

Ye Page l, the fourth pa agraphe 

"On the subject of Jugoslavia the Fuchrer has given the following 
Circetives:" 

I must have the wrong documente 

1195-PS, 

Yes, now I find the lace. 

I havo it here. In othor wor’s again, "On the subject of Jugoslavia 
the Fuchrer has given tho following ciroctives:" Do vou sce it? Is that 
corrcct? 

44e (There was no answer). 
"The territory of Jugoslavia mst go pertially to Italy and will be 
accoraance with > directives to the Minister of Foreien Affairs," 

Have you found the place? 

No, I can't find that here. 

The first words are, "In accor ance w > direct information from 


the FPorcign Office." 


Which pararraph are you referring to? 


town the following 
principles for" 

< ` . . . + . 
The paragraph end "In acccr“ance with the directives from the oreign 
Have you got it? Th here i urthe əference t 

iLe here must be a mistakee I cann inc anything to thot effect, 

J > . 
General tudenkc & quarter to one, so perhaps we 
’ 


had better adjourn. 


(A recess was taken until 1400 hours). 
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United States of America, the French Re- 

d public, the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland, anc the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics a ainst Hermann 
Wilhelm Goering; et al, Defendants, sitting 
at Nurnberg, Germany, on 2 april 1946, 
1430=1700 hours, Lord Justice Lawrence, 
presicdinge 
JOLCHI VON RISDENTROI (Resumec) 
(CROSS EX INATION) Continued 

PY GEWEL RUNENKO: 

Tefendant Ribheontron, dic you take cognizance of the document? 

Yes, I haves 

vic you take cognizance of the full contents cf the document or 
just Faracraph Four? 

I read vararraph One, theene you talke:! .2cut earlier. 

£ 3 d 

Lic you find the place where it says about the powcr of the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs. revarcing the divion of the territory of 

It says here in my document that the rencer of the territory 

l by the Italians has been prepared by the letter of 
carried out by orcer of the Foreign Office. 

That is correcte That is what I have in view, exactly this 
place. In section two of this document, which is headed "The elimination 
of the Frontiers", it is stated there == Section Two, Fage Two of 
ment, it is stated that as far as the delimitation of the frontiers was 

actly stated, this was cone in accorcance with the directives re- 
mthe *tunistry of Foreign Affairs. 
I see thate 


to put one guesticn in that connection. Does this 


ocurent express the will of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in the Civision 


of Jugoslav territory? Is that correct? 
A It appears from that that probably the Foreign Office would merely 
ascertain others, apart from those which hac heen fixec, 
It is clear. Regarding Jugoslavia, I should like to put an ther 


two questions to y ue On June--This does net refer to this dvcument any- 
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morce Onl June 191 in theGerman Embassy, under the presidency of the 
German ambassador, there was a meqting at which it was cecided regarding 
the forced evacuation of the Slovenes anc Serbse At this meeting it was 
decided in accordance with a telegram from the Ministry of Foreign iffairs, 
389, of 31 May 1941. Do you know sbcut these measures? 

No, I must say thet I do not know theme JTerhaps I may read 


thre ugh theme 


Yes, pleasee 


Noe Ico recollect that resettlement took place, but I an not 

informec about any detailse 
A Yes, it is evidently difficult to remember all the details but 

you remember that the deportations took place in accor:ance with the 
“Lrectives of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs? 

Yes, Well, it says here that the Fuehrer has approve? a resettle- 
ment scheme, but I do not know the detailse Anyway, we certainly di2 play 
a part here, since the meeting took place with the representatives of the 


Foreign Office, but I can not say anything in detail now since I am not 


es, I understand very welle There is ancther question in this 
connection. This was forced migration of the populsticn? 
I do not kncwe 
Y-u do not know 2bout that? All right. Here is the last question 
in connection with Jugoslaviae After the attack of Germany on Jugoslavia, 
about 200 Jugoslav čiplomatic employees who tried to vet into Switzerland 
aken uncer arrest and then, in spite of their protests, which were 
to yourMinistry, were forcibly taken to Belgrade, wherefrom many of 
i were directed to concentration camps and died theree Why did you not 
the measures which you had to take after this trans-ression of the 
matic immunity? 
At this moment I can not recollect it at all, but as far as I 
know, it has always been y 
be treated that they were to be returned to their own c untries. If it did 
not happen in this case, then I do not know why. But you yourself say that 


they were returned to Delgradee That, at any rate, is in accordance with 
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my instructions, Whether they were interned atBelgrade and why, that I 
an afraid I do not knowe I do not think we had anything to do with that. 
Regarding the fact that they were put into concentration camps, 
you do not know anything about that? 
No, I did not know that. 
Very well. Here is another group of questionse Who besides 
Hitler signed the directive regarding the Sudetenland of 21 November 1938? 
Do you remember it? 
I co not know what the order is that you are referring toe May 
ok through it? 
I see that I have also signed ite This is the law regarding the 
re-union of the Sucetenlane with the Reich. 
Po you remember that you really signed this law? 
) here, then it must certainly have been 
like thet, but, of course, at the moment I do not recollecto 
It is quite understancablee It is clear. Whe besides Hitler 
signed the ceeree regarding th frotectorate of Bohemia and Moravia of 
16 March 1939, which in essence liquidated any state sovereignty of the 
Czechoslovak Republic? 
mn I believe that I signed thet one, tooo Yes, I dide It says so 
here e 
THE IRESI ENT: General Rudenko, surely all of these documents speak 
for themselvese The cefendant has not challenzed his signature upon these 
Cocumentse 
GENERAL RUNENKO: I understand very well, Mr. Presidente I only wanted 
to remind the defendant. He seems nct to remember a few of the things, so 
I just wanted to present these documents to hime 
ec. the decree of 12 October 1939 re 


occupation of the Folish territories. To you remember it? 
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A 12.10.39? No, I do not remember iti 


Q Quite correct, 
4 I have signed a lot of things during those years, anc I cannot remember 
them in detail, 


Q This is cated 12 October, 


THE PRESIDENT: General Rucenko, if he does not dispute his sicneture 
> oO 3 


why should you waste time in putting these cocwments to him? [is signature is 


on the cocument. He does not dispute it, This is 2 mere waste of tine, 
GENERAL RUDENKO: Yes. Then I have in connection with this only one 
more question. 
Q Your signature is also on the dccrec of 16 Nay 194 
annexation of the Beljiua territorics, Maluccy anu cthers, 
I put these qu-sti ns in order to cume to a next question. Is it correct 
state here that covery time when a ccerce by the Hitler Government tried to 
give some basis for their cirectives, under such ceerces there was always the 
Signoture of the Reich Mini ° Ribbentrop? 
A I believe not. If any territorial changes were carried out, then the 
Fuechrer oråcred then, and, as appears from 
concerned would then carry out countersign these ord which had originated 
with the Fuehrer, and, of course, I also couhtersisned these ordurs myself, 
is clear, 
I should like you to tak gnizanes of the document which has 
iy been submitted in evidence to tho Tribunal as USSR 120, This is the 
Cocument in which you organized the work, together with Himmler, I should li 
went. 
ifforent .ocunent. This has something to 
You were talking about forcec work, lsbor. This scens 
punicati 
hat was incorrectly translated to y . dic not speak about slave 
Labor. mly said that there was wi involved, Please pty attention to 
Point Six of t document. I do ne 2 ) take up the time unnecessarily, 
I am quoting, It is stated here: 
The Ministry oi Forvign Affairs gives ev-ry possible assistance to the 


Secret Intennigence Service, The Minister of Forvign iffairs. as far as 
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possible, in the foreign affairs, will provide certain employees for the 


Intclligene e Service, anc they will be put an ngst the forcign representatives 


“of Germany," 
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I want to skip one long paragraph and will read just the final paragraphs 
responsible employee of the intelligence service regularly must inform 
ministry of foreign affairs regarding all the questions of the 
of the secret intcllizence service in every countrye 
you sign such agreement? n't that truc? 


Yese 


ir è a 
“hus, we should like t ate here that foreign apparatus of the 


ministry of foreign affairs really c 
in other words, spying. 
No, you can't really say that, for tho follovwi: 
said once before this morning during my examination at there were 
differences between Himmler and myself about tne intelliconce service abroad. 
efforts of the Defendant Kaltenbrunner, that 
eventually signed. á cooperation had 
that the function existed 
used for our purposes i the forei; ce But in prea 
carried through. “+h: agreement couldn't become effective 
cluded so late thet the end of the war arriv first. 
is lacking in this cory, mus 
Thus, an actual coope 
ooperation ‘was 

a uniform 

That was the renso: ne think that is a part of the 
.etivity carried on by all countries abroade think it is anything 
unusual e 

only asked you whethe 
it is correct that ve di en suc? agrecment nd you replied to this 
question in the 
I have no further question in regard to this documente 


is another documont which is from this series. “o you remember 
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the letter of the Defendant Kaltenbrunner in which he asked one million -- 
hat do you say -= one million? I didn't quite understands 


r 


te I should like to take cognizance of this document; it is a short 
I just look through it please? 
COUrS Ge 
I recollect the matter, and I think certain funds were nlaced at 
their disposal in that connection. 
cse It was given to Kaltonbrunner; isn's it correct? 
fe I can't tell you in detail, but I think I did give instructions at the 
time to the foreirn office that financial survort should be given in that 
matters; that's right, 
%e This is exactly the que 
speaks for itself. Now I shall refer to another eroun of 
You testified here that in August and September 1940 
you met the Defendant Keitel to discuss a memorandum rezar2ting the possibility 


AS 


of an attack by Germany on the Yovict Union 


before that attack on the Yovict Union you knew exact ly the 


Vey Usd 


correct versione The Defen Keitel was with me at 
sAsiox 

had cortain qualms regarding 
altogether impossible. Ho on} p 1d prepared a memorandum and he intende 
to consult with the Fuehrer, He hod objections against any conflict of that 
type in the east, and he asked me at the time to tence the Fuehrer in that 
direction, which I agreed to doa But any intention of an attack was not at all 
discusseds It was merely a general staff ĉiscussio No concrete matters wer: 


communicated to me 


idn't want to keep the attentio 


You replied to Keitel during this conversation that you 


also your opinion regarding the war with the USSR 


Vv 
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conversation with Hitler on that thome? 

A. I have discussed thit subject several times with Hitler, ond on that 
occasion I had discussed the danger of preventative wars with him and he in 
turn informed me of his objections, which I have mentioned heree 

Qe Yes; all right. It is quite correct. Tell me, did you know that the 
soecalled "Green Map" of the Defendant Goering which contained directives 


regarding the purge and exploitation of the temporarily occupied territories 


of the Soviet Union was prepared a long time ore the actual attack took 


+ T 3 A R 
I didn't know ite he name reen Folder" | 5 the first 


time heres 
Qe Very well, that regards not only Keitel, 
documente 
ii, Neither the file nor the namee 
Qe You didn't knowe All righte You knew that 
directives were prepared regarding the extermination of 
population? 
that wasn't known to me eithere 
Very well. When did you know about that? 
Of such plans I heard nothing at all. 
the directives? 
of the preparationse 
regarding the directives and the Plan Barbarossa, you knew about 
before? 
Regarding what? I didn't quite hear you, 
le Regarding the jurisdiction in the region of Barbarossa =e that is, 
alan Barbarossa? 
No, I have to say that I have never occupied myself 
that, but it could be that some department in my foreign o 
I myself nover concerned myself with the question of 
excluded from the beginning of the conflict with the 


I should like you to take cognizance of a telegram which you directed 
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on the 10th of July, 1941, at 1410, to the German Ambassador in Tokioe I am 
submitting this document under the number USSR 406, You must remember this 
telegrame 

To whom is it addressed? It doesn't say heres 

To the German Ambassador in Tokioe 

Oh, yes, I see; Tokioe 

apparently you remember ite I should like you to pay attention to the 
words which are found on page 4 at the end of this documente They are under- 
lined, I am told, to make it cleare I shall read it into the record. 


e hich part are you referring to? 


It is on the last page, the fourth page of the document. It is UnCEre 


have found ite 
I am going to quote its 
"I request you by all means in your possession to have your influence on 
Matsuoka so that Japan will declare war on Russia AS soon 18 possible; the 
sooner it will happen the better it will be. The finel aim should remain always 
in the future, the fact that Japan and we, before the coming of winter, will 
our hands together on the Siberian fronticre The crash will be so great that 
the question of the crash of England or complete annihilation of the British 
Isles will be only a question of time." 
Do you find this lace? 
ie Yos, I. have HOt ite 
Is this one of your efforts regarding the localization of war? 
I didn't understand that last question? 
I am saying, is this one of your efforts regarding localization of war? 
L 
The war against Russia had started, and I tried »- and the Fuehrer was 
of the same view =-=- to ret Japan into the war with us so that the war against 
Russia would finish as soon as possibles That was the sense of that telegram, 
xe This was not only the position of the Fuchrer, but it was alsc your 
is minister of foreign affairs at the time? 


uw 
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Qe I have a few more questionse You state that never did you hear 
anything regarding the cruelties which took place in concentration camns? 
(on © f=) i E 
ùe Yes, that!s correcte 


b 


Qe During the war you, as minister of foreign affairs, took cognizance 


of and read forcign newspaperse Did you know that the forcizn press contained 


varisus information on thet matter? 

Ae No, that only applies up to a point. I had to read so much and to 
work so much every day that I only read such foreign political news in the 
foreign press as had been handed to ince Thus, Curing the whole war I never 
read news coming from abroad which referred to concentr-+3 n camps, until one 

Q 


day the Soviet Russian armies oaptured the camp at Maidanek in Toland. On 


before mee 


that occasion news came from our embassy and I had nreoss news put 
I took those newspane the Fuehrer. 


thot I knew nothing at all about atrocities or 


concentration camps. 
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Qe Did you know about the notes of the Ministry o orsign Affairs of 
the Soviet Union regardine the cruelties and inhumanities committed by the 
German fascists in the temporarily occupied territories of the Soviet Union 
upon the population of the Sovict Union, and regarding pillages and so forth? 

fe „hat note reached me, I think, through diplomatic channels, but I 
can't remember it just now, It may be that it came through news agencics. 
Howeverg I do remember that thero were several notes at the time, 
remember one of them, which 
beginning of the German-Russicn war we could not cs ry out any actions 
those territ: 
way informed 

in the basic fact that you wore aware of 
Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Unione Tell MG, 
millions of citizens were deported into slavery to 
Germany? 
dig N don't know, 
it possible that you don't know it? And those citizens who were ir 
Germany : were used as slaves you are not aware of that either? 
Noe According to what I heard, all these foreicn w 
been treated woll ih Germany. That other thines hav: 
consider possible, b on ti mole, I think 
workers well. I know that 
Office worked in this direction so 
waole wə had no influence in t 
stionse 
hy wore you sufficiently informed that foreign labo 
well, and were not informed egarding the fact thet thoy wer 
Slaves? Thy is that? 

ie I don't think tha } appliese We in the 

French and Soviet workers by getting artists from France, for instance, 
s of their welfare, and I know that the Ge 


everything, so that as to the 
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workers were treated very well and their leisure time was looked after fairly 
welle At least, that was where we 


ren 


with the activ 
testimony of 8S Oberstirunhennfuehrer 
submitte. unler muauher 
mony of Foerster; it 
"In Augvst of 
anistry of 
` 


Later there 


ommando was changed to 


Eit 


institutions, 
everytiing that has 


Did 


in the Ministry 
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in accordance with your directives, it was especially occupied =e as is stated 
in this document -- in the preservation of cultural treasurese I should like 
you to reply to this question. 

e It is quite incorrect, the way it is put in this documente I can't 


recognize it, and I have to object to ite What is cozvrest is the followings 


This von Kucnsberg is a man who, together with a small staff, hac been 


appointed long before the campaign so as to collect important documents in 
France which could heave been of interest to us, anc confisente the 

At the same time, I would like to say tini he nid orders to see to it 
that no unnecessary destruction of objects of art should take places <Any order 
to have these thinss transported to Germany, or to rob, he certainly did not 
have from me under any circumstancese I don't know just how this statement car 
about, but under no circumstencos is it correcte 
Je Well, you are against many of the documents which have been submitted 
heree This doesn't mean that the cdocument correct, | ot going ti 
quote this document furthore 

I shall now refer to a document which is a letter of the defendant Goer- 
ing to the defendant Rosenberge It has already been submitted to the Tri- 
bunal under number FS-85-~ mote here paragraph 2 of the document. 
has already been submittcd, so I will just read it into the record. 
was addressed, by Goering, to Hos rg He said there: 

"After lengthy search, I very much welcomed it when finally a place was 
selected fo > collection, I must state also, however, that other instances 
were referred to in cirectives of the fuehrer. For instance, first 

here reference to the Reich Minister of Foreign Affairs, who 
several months ago, a circular to all the organizations wher 
hat full powers wore given to him for the preservation of 
and cultural treasures in the occupied territorics." 
think that the Defendant Goering knew exactly the circumstances regard~ 
Do you recall this letter exactly? 
Ae don't know how this letter from Reichsmorshal Goering came about, bi 


if any authorities are mentioned in it, then this could only corcern the fact 


d 
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irt treasures were secured tnese territoricse 
rh T PE. P } he ph : ; 
Foreign Office, as I have state © dic not appropriate any art treasures 


for our department or my person. 





NIN 


that these art treasures wore secured temporarily, but none ¿cf them became our 
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property. Therefore, it can only be a misunderstanding in: this letter because 
as I remember exactly, this concerned the securing of these < vasur es In 
France, for instance, the situstion had arisen where flat and museu 

robbed, and I oven remember that I sskec thi armed forces to furnish guardes 


t these art treasures could be atched, åt any rate, we in the foreign 
Y 3 & 


Office, fon ourselves, never saw any of then, 


I think we had better not go too deeply into the d 
like here to put another question in this connecti 
that uncer the term "the preservation of art treasure 
the pillaging of art treasures of the 
à We certainly never intended tit, and I have never given any such orders 
to anybody, I should like to state thet eupatically, 

Perhaps I may even add that when I heard hat this man Kucnebers had 
many men on his staff, I gave him an order inmeciately that his whole staff-- 
which wasn't a batta lion, as was soic here-eshoulc be dissolved immediatly, and 

sackec hin from the Foreign Offise, I remember, becsuse he didn't 
him to. I think he was 

Very well, 

you were Minister of Forcicn Affairs of Facist Gorma ny from the Ath 
of February 1938 Your arriva this post came in the period in the 
beginning, when Hitler undertook a series acts of Forcign y 
finally lec to the world war, There arises th question of 
you as Minister of Foreign affairs ju > before the renlizatior 

Don't you think that he thought you were the 

for this post, with whom he could hav no differences on any of tho important 
questions? 

A I can't tell you anything about dolp Hitler's thi gats He didn't tell 
me about then. He knew that I was a faithfull servant of his, and he knew that 
I had the view that a strong Germany vas necessary, He aldo knew that I wanted 
to carry through, through diplomatic on peaceful channels, ihat other intent- 
dons the Fuehrer may have had, or whas idens he may have had, tha don't know, 

Q Here 1G last question, How can you explain the fact that even now, 


when before you in all its forms has developed the picture of the bloody crimes 
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of the Hitler regime, when you took full cognizance uf it and understood the 
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Hitlerite policy which led you to the defendant's benche= how is it possible 
explain that you still think that this regime wis right, and you furthurmore 
state that the leading criminal clique was, in reality, only a group of ideal- 
ists? How can you explain that to us? 
THE PRESIDENT: That seems to be a number :f quest%ons 
think it is a proper question to put to the witness, 
GENERAL RUDENKO: I thought that this was only one question, 
NERAL RUDENKO: 
rou answer plvase, defendant von Ribbentrop? 
ENT: I told you, General Rudenko, that the Tribunal cous not 
a proper question to put 
ERAL RUDENKO: I have no further questicns, 
THE PRESIDENT: Dr Horn, do you want to reeexanine? 
Dr. HORN: I have ms further questions to put to the witness, iur,Pr.sident,. 
THE PRESIDENT: Then the defendant ern return to bis 
——————— 


Horn, I undcrstang that you are 


ight perhaps acjourn for ten minutes no 


(à recess 
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MR BARRINGTON: I will pass on to the second ;rcup, which are numbers 
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48 to 62 inclusive, and those are all on the subject of allied rearmament 
and alleged werlike intentions before the cut»vreak of ware Noe 54 appears 
to be missing from my book, and I con't know whether it was intentionally 
left cute 

The rrosecution would object to all those cn the ground that they =re 
irrelevante They are in Book 3, my Lorde 

T:E IRESIDENT: Fifty-nine is different, isn't it? Fifty-nine is 
Cealing with the speech by Sir Meleclm Macdonald about the colonics. 

Mie CARRINGTON: Yes, That is not exactly rearmament, but of course 
it is on the same theme in a way, that it is a provocation to war, It is 
certainly in rather a different category from the otherse 

THE suESIUENT: Yese 

MR. BARRINGTON: The third croup deals with Foland, and that is avery 
large group vecause it incluccs all the nevotizticns before theoutreak of 
the war, and the numbers involved in that group are 7) tc 21h. 

I think it would rerhaps be convenient to break that group down into 

first one wuld be the questions of the minorities and 
vangig and the Corridor, and the incidents coniectec with them, and the 
second »hase--slichtly overlapping in time, but rouzhjy it follows after 
the other ¢ne-= would be the ciplor tic events involving other countries 
than Foland, that is to say, very approximately from the 15th of March 1939 
mwarcse The first phase of that group would be numbers 7) to 181, and 
the second phase 182 to 21h, 

Nowy in regard to the first phase, there are two pointse The Frosecue 
tion says that these are, with very few exceptions, irrelevant because they 
treat of incidents, and the provlems arisinz out of these min rity questions, 
enc. the Frosecution says those are irrelevant for two reasons. One of the 
documents among them eonsists of an exchance of notes between the German 
and folish governments on the 28th of April 1939. That is TC—72, No. 1h, 


in Book 5e That exchange of notes consists of a confirmation that both 


parties unconditionally renounce the use of force -n the basis of the 


Kellogg tacte That had been done previ usly on the 26th of January 193h, 


as appears in another document heres It is on page 2 of my note, TC2l1. 
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iRESITENT: What was the date of TC+72, 


the 28th of April 199. 


BARRINGTON: And on the footing that the two countries uncon= 
ditionally senounced the use of force cn the basis of the Kellogg Fact, 
acced to the fact that the cefencant Ribventrs; has himself saic thet 
during 1933 Germany was on very zoca terms with roland, anc thot also there 
was a declarati-n made by Germany and foland -n the Sth of November 1937 
a) ut minorities--that is Noe 123 in this list of dovument; it occurs at 

op of page 4 in the n teseein view of those thines, the Froscecuti on 
says that acc unts anc reports of these ineidents anc minority problens 
are irrelevant and very 

a bit 
AL (fire Biddle) (Interposing): Y-u have them all cumul:tive 

starting with 75. Well, I am 2fraid I must Say, Your Honor, this was cri- 
finally got rurely as a working note, and that is ther an error. It 
should be irrelevant cn acc: unt of TCH21,. 


LOD TNATON 
4e Ubu NN LULNS 


anticipate an o 
he will make to this 
before Munich had 
ment I have just put up is `n the same li which the Tribunal 
turned 
But -f course there is this ciffer nee, that the Munich agreement 

tiated in ignorance of the Fall Gruen, an! that from the point of 

condoning provicus incidents, it is nt mn the same fo: ting 
agreement negotiated in full knowledve cf the cireumstancess 

A 


So, My Lord, taking Grou; mds the first phasi 


i 
Frosecution woule suc est, 1 
Nce 75, which is the 
mentione:, whi 
16 which I have already 
said to be irrelevant, | it would be reasonable 
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117, 149, 150, 153, 154, 159, 160, 163, and TC-72, Noe 13¢ Those were 
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largely discussions between ambassadors and heads of state which may have 
rather more importance than the other documents in this particular groupe 

As a matter of fact, My Lord, I think that all those that I have 
just mentioned are ine 

THE :RESINENT: Yese That leads then up to 182, 

Re BARRINGTON: That goes up to 182. Starting now at 182, and the 


first five, 182 to 186 == 


THE ilESIDENT: (4nterposing): Why do you cbject to 155 which is the 


calling out of Polish reserves, 155 to 158? 

MRe DARLINGTON; Well, my Lord, the »bjection to that was Simply based 
on the fact that -- 

THE PRESIDENT: (Interposing) I think they are all mentioned in the cone 
versati.n which is 159, and that is probably the reasona 

Re BARRINGTON: Yese m obliged, Your Lordshipe I think that it is 
so, but I don't think the objection to them could be very stronge 

THE RESIDENT: Noe 

MRe BARRINGTON: Nose 182 to 186, ly Lord, are reports by the German 
charge "affairs in various capitals, an2 the Prosecution say that those 
would not be proper evidence. 

THE TRIBUNAL (Mre Bicdle): Why not? 

VWRe DARRINGTON: Well, they are just accounts 
ctaffairs observations, and conclusions of fact, for the most 
transmitted to his foreien offices 


MRe BIDDLE: Do you mean they are irrelevant on the gund of hearsay? 


Because they are hearsay they shoulcn!t be admitted, is 
that what you mean? 
Mite L RRING TON: Well, they are, of course, partly hearsay. They are 
also vague, anc again, they are transmitted with an object in viewe At 
least that has been the submission of the frosecution, that they are trans- 
mitted to colcr the picture fr m the German point of vievwe 
Mie DIDDIE: Would you acmit these if they were mace by charse dtaffairs 


of other states. 
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MRe BIDDLE:: Yes. 

MRe BARRINGTON: Well, it would be different if they were put in as 
government reports under the charter, but they are not really admissible 
if they are German document Se 

Mie BID LE: J am sorry; I donit know what you meane 

Me DARRINGTON: Well, Article 21 of the Charter a= 

Re BIDDLE: I'm sorrye Ferhaps I con't make myself clear, I don't 
quite understand why these are different from any other official reports 
made by charze d"affairs of any countrya Is it because they :re German 
reports ? 

“Me BAIRINGTON: “eceuse they are German reports. 

Mie SIDULE: Oh, I seee In other words, you think German reports 
should be excluded. 

MRe BARRINGTON; I think under the Charter they should be excluded 
except, of curse, if they are used by the iroseeution as acmissions against 


the German Government itself, 





IN 


QeAvrai=NG=16—1 


THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal wish me to announce that the Tribunal will 
not sit on Good Friday or the Saturday afterwards nor on Easter ] fondaye 
MR. BARRINGTON: May it please the Tribunal, I am speaking for all the 
four prosecutors, to put the prosecution's comments on the document books 
which the defendant Ribbentrop has put in, I an Speaking for all the four 
prosecutors, with one exception, that the French Chief Prosecutor wishes to 
speak on two particular groups of documents which are of especial interest to 
the French Delegation, I think, if it is convenient to the Tribunal, I might 
put the whole of the prosecution's position before Dr. Horn puts his answer if 
that is agreable to hin. 
THE PRESIDENT: Do you agree, Dr, Horn, that he might put his view first? 
Is it agreable to you that lr. Barrington should put his position first? 
Diie HORN: Yes, lr, President, 
lite BuaNRINGTON: There are in all nine books in the English version and 
the last two have only been received today, so, as they contain perhaps about 
350 documents, I regret that I have not been able to agree on the list with 
Dr. Horn himself, although I have acquainted hin with the coments that the 
prosecution propose to nakee 
The first two books, comprising documents 1 to hl) have alrea dy been read 
in open court on the 27th of March by Dr, Horn, and I take it your Lordship 
doesn't want them gone into again, 
THE PRESIDENT: No. 
So that simply leaves books 3 to 9, and I have made out 
a working note of which I have copies. I don't know whether the memb ers of the 
Tribunal have them, 
I think we have those copies, 
Mit. BARAINGTON: Oh, yes; your Lordship will see that on the left column 
of the document which the prosecution would object to, and in the middle coe 


lumn are those that they would allow, and there are remarks on the righthand 


Although this doesh't show it, I have, for convenience, divided these 
documents up into nine groups and so I think I necdn'!t go through all the do- 


cunents in detail unless there is any particular question on anyone of them, 
} u 


5996 





i. 


2 April = i =- GH-18-1 


Before saying whet the groups are, perhaps I might make two general 
remarks, that the prosecution takes the positin that the German White Rooks 
which figure very largely in this list, “hite Books issued by the government 

l the Nazi conspirators, cannot be regarded as evidence of facts stated 
thereins and secondly, that there are amongst thesc documents, a ccnsidcrable 
number which are only discussions of subjects in a very vague and tentative 

and a great many of them, in the prosecution's view, are curnulative. 
of the first of the nine sroups, I have broken them [down to 

Czechoslovakia dnd if you will lcok at the note that I have hande? up, that 
consists of the first few documents dom to 45 I Ler; your Inrdcship's 
pardone That is wronge From after 5, there are six PS docuents which are 
already exhibits anc there are 6 and l7 an2 over the pare there are 7 more 
on Czechoslovakia, and the prosecution's position on those is that the 

documents are allowed and 46 and 7 and over the ~ace 6 5 mn 69 are 
objected to purely on the ground that they are cumuiative-- No, cumulative, 


A 


I think, 


mR 


THE PRESIDENT: Which velume are they in, 66 and 69? 
NRe BARRINGTON: In volume 3, my Lorde 
tESIDENT: ñs they have already been translated does it make much 
\ifference if there are chjections that they are cumulative? 
hore isn't any difference, my Lora, except 
into the recor’.e 
SIDENT: They have all »cen translate’? 
They have all been translated. 
And in the other languages, too? 
I understand 
E PRESIDENT: So they need not be read into the recorle 
BARRINGTON: If your Lor 
PRESIDENT: That is the rule, isn't it, that if they have been 
translate’ into the four languages, they need net be read into the record, 
Mi. BARRINGTON: That would apply to all the documents in all these 
nine books now because they all have been translated. 


THE PRESIDENT: Yes, it would, but there may be other ob ctions to the 
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documents besides their being cumlative. 


Mt. BARRINGTON: They will bey accorling to the prosecution's 


submission, a very large number are cumulative in toto. 


RES DENT: 


There will be a very large number? 
BARRINGTON; Yese 


Yes, but the point was that b 


being translated, they are 
there alrcadcye 


MR. BARRINGTON: Yes, 


THE PRESIDENT: Very well. 


eS 


MR. BARRINGTON: 


ace 


That is the only point the prosecution has 


thosce The thing is, my Lord, the prosecution say they are cumulativee Of 
course, Dre Horn micht not think so a 


nd perhaps he would welcome a ruling 
as to whether or not they should 
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THE PRESIDENT: Noe ‘hat I was suggesting 


) Jo 


rou was, that if the only 
ction to them was that they were cumulative, 


noy may just as well go in, 
, 


e put into evidence, because they have already 1 translated--it save 


5 
sine=—than to 


to have them all arruece 


MR. BARRINGTON: Yes, Lord, unless Dre Horn prefers to rea 


d any of 
t? ef 


shese documents and refer to then specifically. 
E PRESIDENT: Well 


vO 
+9 J 7 


mty 
THE 


that he mirht read them all anl then -== 
BARR to allow 


Jv 


com, 


Bs + eases 
some of theme 


he reads many that are cumulative, we 
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THE PRESIDENT: We are going to hear you in a moment, Dr, Horn. 

Anyhow, Mro Barrington, your objection to 182 to 214 is that it is 
self-serving evidence and therefore not admissible; is that it? 

MR. BARRINGTON: That is right, My Lord, 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there any ob jection to them? 

MR. BARRINGTON; Well, they are, as I said, conclusions of fact drawn 

observer in a foreign country. They do rather tend to get rather vague, 

THE PRESIDENT: That might apply to a great deal of the evidence, 

MR. BARRINGTON: Numbers 187 to 192 and TC 77 there is no objection to, 

Number 193 and 19) are German Foreign Yffice memoranda and they are 
mere conclusions, internal to the German Foreien “ffice. 193 is a memorandum 
of the State Secretary of the Foreign Office. It deals with a visit to him 
of the French ambassador, And Number 193 is similar, a visit cf a British 
Ambassadors 

One hundred and ninety-five is Sir Nevile Henderson's "white Paper", 
"Failure of a Missi n", and there are a nuber of extracts from that. 
it is a book, and there are a number of extracts from that in the document book, 
and it ts contended that they are cumulative of evidence which has already been 
given, and that in particular the most of them is really provocative, That 
applies particularly to the first extracts 

THE PRESIDENT: What dc you mean by provocetive? 

BARRINGTON: Well, your Lordship will see that in the first exiract 
e Some rather stronzly worded pinions, 

THE PNESIDENT s Which book are they in? 

MR» BARRINGTON? They are in Book Six, My Lord. There are some rather 
strongly worded opinions about the position of Soviet Russias 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, go one 

MR, BARRINGTON: One hundred and ninety six and 197 are German memoranda 
and reports for Foreign Office use, and they cover the same category as 193 
and 194e One cf them is internal to the Foreign Office and the other from the 
German Charge d'affaires in Washington. 

Numbers 198 to 203 are all richte 


Number 20) is ohjected to as not being evidence; it is a memorandum of 
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the Director of the Political Department of the Foréign Office in Berlin, and 
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it merely talks of a report in the "Berliner Boersenzeitung." It is merely 
secondhand evidence, 

Number 205 and 206 are not objected to, 

The next one, TC=72=7) is not objected toe 

Number 207 is the same document as the previcus one, It is a mere 
repetitions 

Now, Number 208, my Lord, consists of a collection of extracts from the 
British "Blue Book", and I'am afraid I haven't had time to check up which of 
them are actually in evidence alreadye For instance, it i$ clear that the 
majority of them are obviously relevant, but it is suggested that those in the 
left-hand column do include unnecessary cetail in view of the rest of theme 

Number 209 there is no objection, 

Number 210 is a conversaticn between the defendant Ribbentrop and Sir 
Nevile Henderson on the 30th cf August 1939, and that cf course has been the 
subject of evidence already and is perhaps in any event cumulative for that 
reasone 

Number 211-4 and 211-8 are just repetitions of documents quoted from the 
British "Blue Booke" 

Number 212 is a British wireless br adeast, and number 213 is a German 
communique to the German public, and it is contended that those have no 
evidential value, 

Number 214 is an extract from a bock which the Tribunal has already 
refused to the defendants, 

Now, the next page of the note, My Lord, deals with my next group, which 
is Norway and Denmark, 

THE PRESIDENT: Group four, is it? Group Four, is that right? 

MRe BARRINGTON: Group four, My Lord, yes. 

215-A and 215-B deal with the case of Iceland and Greenland, They are 
not very lcng documents; they are just considered to be irrelevant, Ob jection 
to them couhdn't be very stronge 

There is no objection to 216—4 and 216=B, which are already in evidence, 


I thinks and D-629 is already in evidence, 


De217 is simply an interview which the defendant Ribbentrop gave to the 


press which the prosecution says is not proper evidence, 
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Number OOPS is already in evidence, 

Numbers 216 and 219, I think, are also in evidence, 

Number 220 again is objected to as it is Simply an interview with the 
presse 

THE PRESIDENT: Why do you object to those two Ribbentrop communiques 
to the press? 

MRe BARRINGTON: It is self-cereating evidence, My Lorde He has presumably 
given that evidence alreadyes 

THE PRESIDENT: He hadntt given it at the same time, What he said six 
years ago might be relevant, 

MRe BARRINGTON: Well, if My Lerdshi» thinks S03 but the point I was 
quoting is simply that it is self-created evidence and created at the time with 
& view to create an impression. It is propaganda, 

THE PRESIDENT: You may say that, yes, 

MR. BARRINGTON: Then, My Lord, the next group is the Lcw Countries, 
That grou; really bezan at 218, of Course, anc it goes cn to:two huhdred 
and forty=— 

THE PRESIDENT: Is this an ther group? 

MRe BaRRINGION: This is the fifth group, My Lord, yes, That g 
from 218 to 245, and I won't deal in detail with it because the French :hi 
prosecutor is going to speak about that. And the same with the neyt &COup- 
nuber six, which is the Balkans. The French chief prosecutor will dar! with 
that, documents 246 to 278. 

The next group, number seven, is Russia, and that is document 290 to 295, 
With the exception, I think, of 285, and which seems to have gotten there by 
mistake =-= it appears to refer to the United States, 

Two hundred and seventy=nine I can't identify from the English translation; 
what it is at all, Perhaps Your Lordship will be 2ood enough to make an 
amendment against numbers 282 and 2833 they should be put into the middle 
eclumn, there being no objection to them. But there is an objection tco-all 
the cther Russian docunentse My Lordship will see, beginning at the bottom of 
the group, 291 to 295, they all concern the Anti-Comintern Pact, 


Working up the page again from the bottom, 290/1/5 are extracts from the 
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book which the Tribunal has already r fused, 
And c » documents above tha’, 280 is Hitler's speech about Russia in 
Cetcher 1939. 
And 231 is a repetition of a d wment we have already had, 274, which is 
the Three-Power Pacte That will be ealt with. 
THE PRESIDENT: You mean that t at is a textual reproducti n? 
Me BARRINGTON: I think I an r cht that it is a textual reproducti ne 
THE TRIBUNAL (Mir, Biddle): Br‘ why is there an bjecticn if it is a 
cducticn of a textual reprocucti 1? 
BARRINGTON; There is no <. jection at all, 
BIDDIE: You mean it is not in the right colum? 
BARRINGTON? I was puttin. in the Allied column only the ones which 
make up a complete set acccrdin: to the »roseeuticnts Views » 
MRe BIDDLE: Is that true of 2&4 alsc, the Scviet-German pact? 
BaRRINGIONs I don't know whether that has ccome before-- 
Why do you chject to that then? 


FRESIDENT: By "Pact," is it the German Pact cf the 25th of September 


BaRRINGTON: This is the 2th of September 1939, My Lorde 
a e = . 
BARRINGTON; I am told that there is n bjection to thate 
Two hundred and eichtyefive is acain Simply a German report which draws 
conclusions of fact, and the prosecution say that has no proper evidential 


value. It is a very lene report by the German F reion Office concerning the 


agitation in Eur pe against the German Reich by the Soviet Uhi n, and it is 


full of conclusicns of fact and ACL ns, 
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book which the Tribunal has already . fused, 

And cf the documents above thai, 280 is Hitler's speech about Russia in 
Cctuber 19390 

And 231 is a repetition of a d cument we have alreacy had, 274, which is 
the Three=Power Pact. That will be ‘ealt with. 

THE PRESIDENT: You mean that . at is a textual reproducti n? 

Mie BARRINGTON: I think I am risht that it is a textual reproducti one 

THE TRIBUNAL (Mre Biddle): But why is there an bjection if it is a 

Cucticn of a textual reprocucti n? 
BARRINGTON; There is no ~ jection at all, 

MRe BIDDLE: You mean it is nov in the right colum? 

MRe BARRINGTON} I was putting in the Allied column only the ones which 

make up a complete set accorcin: to the prosecution's views, 

MRe BIDDLE: Is that true of 2.4 alsc, the Scviet-German pact? 

MRe BARRINGION: I don't know tiuether that has ccome before-- 

MR. BIDDLE: Why do you cbject to that then? 

THE FRESIDENT: By "Fact," is it the German Pact cof the 28th of September 
1939? 

MR. BARRINGTON: This is the 2th of September 1939, My Lord, 

° . 

MRe BARRINGTON; I am told that there is no objection to thate 

Two hundred and eighty-five is again simply a German resort which draws 
conclusions of fact, and the prosecution say that has n proper evidential 
valuee It is a very lone report by the German F reign Office concerning the 
agitation in Europe azainst the German Reich by the Soviet Uhion, and it is 


full of conclusions of fact and opinivnse 
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THE PRESIDENT: S é e cate of the beginninz; of war against 
Russias 
of that war, My Lorde 
; without value as 
evidences They come from the Yoelkischer B 
Noe 288 is said to be a capture! Soviet document, but tha 


in the English version, has no cate and no signaturo, and it 


a report from the Y 10 m: ; tte in Moscow, which 
is also thought to be irrelevant by the Prosecu 
Then group N by dm i he group concerning the United States 
of America, cocuments 299 to and including 285—\. e first ten 


documents, My Lordship will see, are reports from--vwe wc 


y 
he process report by 
e political situation of the 
come from Portugal, and the next from the Po 1 ambas or again, the next 
is [resident 


two also from the Polish ambassador hen the next one, Noe 300, 


mar a SE Rae Dia 2 E ž in A o A = " Ta = 
Roosevelt's guarantee speech in 19°27, wi com ar back to of any 


relevancce Noe 301 is a Germa of even the United States, 
which we say is irrclevant fo he rcason I have stati hat they are 
summarics-=-rather more unreliable than irrelevante Noe 302 again 
Noe 303 is a statemert by President 
sident Roosevelt's motion to Congress 
the th of January, 1939.6 io not think there is anything very objectionable 
about thate There is no objection to No 95 to 308 In my copy there 
are two different versions of No 9 1c first one is a German surmary of 
facts without any dates and with no sources indicates It seems to be of no 
proper value as evidencee The second one, 309 and 309=A, are declarations 
of the PaneAmerican confere l the German note in reply to ite I do 
not think the Prosecution can take a very strong objection to that, but it 


does not scom to be very closely in pointe 


TC=72, Noe 127, and TC72, Noe 12h, are 


Roosevelt to Hitler and are not objected toe 
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Noe 310 is another German summary of facts without any sources indicated. 

The ninth croup is simply a miscellaneous group and, if My Lordship 
will turn back to the first page o- my notes, it is the first eight 

page, down to Noe !:5, They are all allowed. There is no 

objection to them, except Noe 12, which is the amouncement of the Reichstag 
election results. It does not matter one way or the other whether that is ine 

Noe 4S is Lord Wallace's book 'YJarnings and Prophecies" of predictions 
and prophecies, I think which the Prosccution contends is not relevant 
evidence in this casce 

The next lot of miscel]ancous ones is on page 2, NoSe 70 to 73e 
Noe 71 is the German-Lithuanian treaty about Memel, and there is no objection. 
Noe 70 is thoucht to te rather irrclovante Noe 72 and 73 are objected to 
because they deal with the Fourteen Points 

The next lot of miscellaneous ones is on the le e of my notes 
richt at the bottom, Noe 296. That is a speech by Hitler on the Rhinclande 
You have all the evidence that has been given. It appears to be rather 


cumulative, if it is not in alrea™. I have not actually checked whether 


Noe 298, on the to F the nes: pace, is, in fact, superfluous, It is 
the same as Noe 274e Down at the bottom of the last page, My Lord, 311, 
paper written by the defendant Ribbentrop on the Fuehrer's personality. 
THE i RESIDENT , has already been ruled oute 
hat, I think, has been ruled out by My Lordshipe 
an affidavit of Frau ven Ribbontrope Noe 313 is an affidavit 
of Dre Gottfriedscne I understand from Drg Horn that, although he had been 
allowed Dre Gottfriedsen as a witross, he thinks it will save time if he 
read the affidavit or a part of ite Perhaps, if Your Lordship will allow 
the Prosecution to make what comme:its they think fit when he comes to do 
that, it would be the best way of treating ite 
Thee are all my points, My Lorde There are just the low countries 
in the Balkanse 
MRe DODD: May it please the Tribunal, Mr. Barrington has spoken for 


all of us, and I do not intend to ¿o over any of these documents, except, 


that because I fear there is some question in the minds of the members of the 
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Tribunal about our objection to documents ruming from 76 through 116, 118 


to 122, and 11h to 146, the Polish locuments, we also say, of coursp with 


Mre Barrington that they are cumul: tive, but it seems to me there is a much 


` 
k 


more basic objecticne They all have to do with the alleged incidents inside 
of Poland and they were published in these White Paperse These incidents 
involved the mistreatment of Polish citizens inside Foland, who were perhaps 
of German extraction. Well, it is our view that such documents are 
irrelevant here because it has no cefense at all to the charges, and we 
cannot permit, we say, a nation to defend itself or these defendants to 
defend themselves on charges such as have been preferred here by proving 
that citizens of another state, although they may have been of German 
extraction or of any other extraction, were mistreated inside that states 
are beginning with 76, runnins through to 116; 118 through 1223; 11) 

through 148; and 151 through 152, It is 12) through 14.8, rather than 11) 
throuch 148. The last one is 151 and 15 

Me CHAMPETIER DE RIDES: I wlll ask the Tribunal's permission to 
two short reports on documents which are part of the fifth and sixth Zro p, 
anc. which concern documents which are exclusively French and which have 
been taken from the German White Fəaske It is only in this way that the 
French Prosecution have taken cognizance of them contrary to what the 
Tribunal believese The French Prosecution has not yet received a translation 
of the documents submitted by Dre Horne The first sroup, documents Nos 
221 to 245, are military documents, which Dre Horn, it seems wishes to draw 
conclusions from to the effect that England and France violated the neutralit; 
of Bels:iume If we ask the Tribunal to reject the twentyfive documents, it 
is exclusively because we see the possibili of the Tribunal's using its 
time uselessly in discussione ‘We do not wish to present discussion, but 
we fecl that it would be found that France and Belgium both serupulously 
respected the pact which they had, that is to say, to respect the 
neutrality of Belciur and, sccon“ly, to respect the pact in which they had 


to guarantee the neutrality of Bel:iume 
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What has been discussed here wus only to find cut whether it was Germany 
or France or England that violated the neutrality of Belgium. Well, this 
matter has been asked of the accugec, Ribbentrop, by his Counsel, and the 
accused has answered in the clearest manner possible -= at Saturday's 
sessi n == which the Tribunal certainly will remember. Ribbentrop stated 
that it is quite clear that "it is always very difficult in such a war to 
violate the neutrality of a country and nne does not believe that there are 
thines which we did lighthearbedly," 

This is formal admission that Germany violated the neutrality of Belgiun, 
wherefore there is absolutely no reason for us now to discuss the matter of 
these twenty-five documents and whether they are pertinente 

Now, I come to the second group, Group N 6, General Staff D cuments, 
which Germany pretends to have seizec, and these concern events in the Balkans 
in 1939 and 1940. The French Prosecuticn asks you to reject the twenty-two 
documents submitted by Dre Horn for the following two reasons $3 

That they have absolutely no character of authenticity; secondly, that 
they are not relevant; their authenticity -- as they are all extracted from 
the White Book, and the Tribunal kn ws the point of view of the Prosecuticn 
on this pointe Moreover, a great mmber of these documents are documents whic) 
are represented to have come from Allied General Staffs, The individuals are 
not submitted. It is not said where they came from, and not one of these is 
brought in evidence in full, They all concern plans studied by General 
Staffs in 1939 and early 190, anà these plans of French cr British inter- 
vention in Yugoslavia or Greece sup, sed, of c urse, that the Governments of 
these countries would agree or the lans would never be put into effect. 

Moreover, the Armistice of June, 1940, made it necessary for France y 
unfcrtunately, to abandon all such planse The documents are of 1939 and 
of 1940, and the Tribunal will remember that the azgression against Yugoslavia 
and Greece occurred on April 6, 1941, at a time when the government of Hitler 
had no more reason to fear any plans of 1939. 

These documents, which have n authenticity, are also in no. way relevant 
to the present discussicn, and that is why the French Prosecution asks the 


Tribunal to reject theme 
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THE PRESIDENT: Nowy Dre Horn? 

(Dr, Horn approached the lectern) 

Dre Horn, before you speak, ths Tribunal thinks that possibly you may, 
in viewof the evicence given by the Defenddnt von Ribbentrop, find it feasible 
to withdraw some of these documents, in view of the time that has been taken 
upe The Defendant von Ribbentrop has dealt with the subject very fully and 
it may be, therefcre, that you will be able to withdraw some of these documents 
in order to save timee 

DRe HORN: Certainly, Mr. President, any documents which might be cumu= 
lative I willwithdraw. I want to do that. 

THE FRESIDENT: If you let us know now what it is you wish to withdraw 

DRe HORN: Yes, Mr. President, 


B 


May I state my position as to a few basic questi ns? That is the 
probative value of reports by Embassies and in White Books. I would like to 
point out that these documents were decisive in forming a political opinicne 
That applies to ven Ribbentrop as well as Hitler, And in acc 

like to point out that the FProsecuti.n in large scope has referred to similar 
repcrts, and I would ask for equal oy portunity to the Defense in this 
connecti cne 

Then I would like to add a fev words as to the documents found on the 
French General Staffe These ccocuments which were fcunc in the City of La 
Charitié during the course of the French cam,aizn. If the doubts and 
misgivings as expressed by the French Frosecution are shared by the High 
Tribunal, I ask that the Commander of Heeresgruppe C be summoned as a witness = 
General Ipeb -=~ t. show that these “scuments were all found in the City of 

La Charitid. 

The Polish documents to which I have referred were f:unc at Warsaw in 
the Polish foreien Ministry, and as to that, the then Ccommander-in-Chief, 
Colcnel General Blaskowitz, can testify. And in this case I would wish to 
summon Blaskowitz as a witness, if the Tri>unal has any doubts or misgivings 
in this connecti ne 

It seems to be the opinion of the Defense that documents can be objected 


to only if incorrectness of the documents is show by their contents, or if it 


7007 





M0 


2 April-A=JH=21-3 


cen be proved that the documents wei. forgede All other documents such as 
White B:ok reports or Ambassadors? r sorts, I ask that the Tribunal at least 
acmit them as evidence, 

As far as the documents on Polish mincrities is concerned, I would like 
to point out that the Prime Minister Chamberlain himself considered the mincrit; 
questi n as the decisive question between Germany and Poland, and this problem 
was equally as im ortant as Danzig and The Corricd r, and this question is 
therefore a reason for ware 

So I ask that the documents ecncernine this, which show viclaticn in the 
treatment of minorities == violations on the part cf Poland == be admitted in 
evidence. 

If the High Tribunal is agreed, I should like to berin to submit for 
judicial nctice those cccuments and tc quote certain vital phrases, And I 
would like to tell the Tribunal which docvments and which parts I will dispense 
withe 

DRe DIX (Counsel for the Defenčant Schacht): I should be very grateful 
to the High Tribunal, aside from Ri sntrop's own case, as a basic principle, 
an. not only from the point of view of the Defonse, but purely ‘bjectively 
and basically, if I should be permitted t point out and take a position on 
the various questi>ns which the Hish Tribunal must decide, whether it be a 
question of testimony of a witness or perhaps the matter of documentary evidence 

I beg to submit this request, not! vavse I am interested in f rmulating 
a request but I believe that we can abbreviate future Ciscussi ns and debates 
in this manner, For I believe the High Tribunal will agree with me that the 
Defense will be saved lengthy speeches later on, Ofc urse, I leave it up to 
the High Tribunal whether they consicer this theproper time or whether I shall 
wait until my colleague, Dre Horn, has e>m,leted the submission of d cumentSe 
However, I would like t> say this bef-re the Hich Tribunal rules on the requests 
of the Prosecution and of Dr. Horntss I would like t put the following 
question tc the High Tribunal, whether it is agreeable te the Hich Tribunal that 
I briefly take a »ositicn on the questi ns, which in my opinion are rather 
important, before decisicn and ruling by the High Tribunal, May I do so? 

THE FRESIDEM: Yese 


DRe DIX: I believe, without juczin’ the legal basis of the exposition 
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mace here, and without judging them a3 to their lezal worth, that certain 
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fundamental concepts have been confus d and presented, 
We must differentiate sharply aid distinctly -- first of all, isa 


piece of evidence == and that ap.lie, to witnesses as well as documents == 


relevant? Point 2, is a piece of evi ‘ence as such, effective, and does it 


have value? Point J, ie a piece of e idence cunulative anc therefore is it 


to be rejected on that count? 
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If the High Tribunal rules not relevant, not effective or perhaps 
cumulative, then the request for evidencemust be turned down at this stage 
in the proceedingse If, however, the question of the credibility of a piece 
of evidence is conecerned=--that is the question of whether the answer of a 


witness can be believed or not or the question of whether the content of a 


document is to be considered creditable, as for instance, whether expositions 


set forth in a White Book are to be believed or not to be believed--that, 
in my opinion is a question which can te decided only when the piece of 
evidence at issue has been submitted and taken into the proceedingse 
Therefore, it seems to me that at the present moment there seems to be 
no cause to bay that this document is not to be used for it is a part of a 
document book of the German governments That a White Book, an official 
publication of any government, can be relevant nobody will doubte Whether 
the passage that is read is of such value that the High Tribunal can give it 
credence, that is a question that will have to be decided after the piece of 
evidence has been submitted and after the piece of evidence has been admitted 
and the Tribunal has taken official notice of ite 


Now, I turn again to the question of the relevancy and effeétiveness, 


to their Foreign Minister are, per sc, not effective and should not be usede 
At least, that is the way I uncerstood hime Only if the Prosecution wishes to 
use them can they be admitted; only if the Prosecutor wishes to use them can 
they be considered relevante 

I believe that this point of view cannot be maintained and cannot be 
defendede The member of the British Prosecution cited Article 21 of the 
Charter, but Article 21 of the Charter does not cmcern this questione Artic: 
21 of the Charter says only, so far as I have it in memory and I believe I do 
know the contents of it, says only that the investigation of the Victory 
powers, that crimes against war which were committed in their own countries 
do not have tobe enumerated but merely to submit them forjudicial notice, 
but this question has nothing to do with the question of relevancye The quest 
of a report by a German ambassador to his Foreign Office does not concern this 


probleme Whether this report is to be admitted can be decided by whether what 
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it is to prove will be emsidered relevant by the Tribunale If the things 


which are to be proved are wnsidered relevant by the High Tribunal and a 
basis is given, then this report should be admitted, and after its admission 
the Hich Tribunal can decide on the creditability. Therefore, a 
differentiation between relevancy, effectiveness and usefulness of evidence 
is to be considered, and whether objective or subjective creditability is 
to be civone 

Now, as to the question of the cumulative problme. All jurists must 
be agreed that cumulative pieces of evidence should not be admitted, 
Whether a pioce of evidence is cumulative should not be treated mechanically 
or formally, I can very well picture a question which seems to be verbatim 
to a question already put, not for those reasons which I will enumerate in 
just a minute, and that one question may be similar to gnother and may not 
be cumulative at the same time, for the witness gave the same picce of 
evidence but only use? different worcs. That a question which has been 
previously put and may be like it in words but does not necessarily have to 
be cumulative is proved by the old proverb "Si non facium idem non est idem" 
If, for instance, I question a witness who was a fanatical adherent of the 
Nazi regime and then put the same question to a witness who was a fanatical 
anti-Nazi, then these two questions are certainly not cumulative. Therefore 
one has to consider the winess to judge whether a question is cumulativee 

A further example of a question which is exactly similar to ore which 
has previously een put but which need not be cumulative is that if I put 
the question to the defendant andthen I put it to a witness who is 
concernede I an not concerned with the testimony, and I do not wish to make 
derogatory remarks about statements being mace under oath by a witness$ 
basically, testimony of the witness is alike, but there is a creat differenc 

I would like t conclude so that theoretical e xpositions will not have 
to take up the time of the High Tribunal for too long, but my purpose was 
only to request the High Tribunal in its decision--first of all, relevancy; 
second, usability--to differentiate as to the inner value which is to be 
decided upon after such evidence has been acmitted, and, as far as the 
cumulative value is concerned, not to be guided by the outward appearance 
of the Cocunent but to examine whether it would not be in the interest of 
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truth and give a deeper insight to put the same question to different people, 
or to put the same question and to have it confirmed through documents put 
cown Ly different peoples 

I have a somewhat bad conscience about this rather academic exposition, 
but I tried to clarify the picture, and I hope that I have partially 
succeeded, so that we can abbreviate future debates on this subject, 

IDENT: Dre Horn, the Tribunal would like to know how long you 
are going to be over these documents, because we are getting further and 
further behinde I mean, how long do you anticipate that you will be? Have 
you made up your mind yet what documents you are prepared to withdraw, if any‘ 

DRe HORN; Mr. President, I believe that I need two more hours, without 
objections on the part of the Prosecution, and I believe that I may read 
the most important parts of my documents, and I believe that I can conclude 
in about two hours—but, I repeat, without objections by the Prosecutions 
I woul? say two hours» 

THE TRESIDENTs You have heard the Prosecution's objectionse We have 
heard theme We will cmmsider them, and we will consicer any answer that 
you make to them, but we do not desire at this stage, when we have all these 
other defendants! cases to be heard, that you shovld go into these documents 
in cetril now and read them, and we hope that you will not think it necessary 
to read from these documents after you have answered the objections of the 
Prosecution to certain of the docuncntss 

DRe HORN: I have the intention-- 

THE FRESIDENT: Have you the idea that you have finished your argument 


in answer to the Prosecution's objections or not? Did you intend to deal 


further with the admissibility of any of these documents or not? 


DRe HORN: I intended, as the Tribunal wished me to do the other day, 
to submit these documents and also, in each group where the Prosecution has 
objected, to make a few remarks at those points, but I had no further 


intentions, Your Honors 
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THE PRESIDENT: Dre Horn, you see, the position is thise The prosecutic, 
have <bjected to certain documents, on certain grounds, and we want to give you 
a full opportunity to answef those sbjections. When you have mace your full 
answer to those chjections, we think it will be appropriate that we should 
adjourn and decide upon those objecti ns and upon your arguments, Do you see? 
That is, after you have given your answer to the objections, we should adjourn 
and decide which of the documents we rule to be admissible in evidence e 

DRe HORN: If the High Tribunal intends tc rule after I have taken my 
position on the cbjecticns of the prosecution, then I ask that I have this 
op, ortunity now, first of all == 

THE RESIDENT: Just a moment, Lre Horn. You see, it is 5 otelcek, 
and we shan't be able to conclude it tonight. 

Dre Horn, if you could conclude your argument in answer to the questions 
of principle which have been raised by the prosecution now, we think it would 
be the most convenient course if you could do it in a fairly short timee 
I mean, you have heard what the prosecution say ab ut these various groups, 
and it would be more ccorvenient, we think, if you could answer that in the 
space of a quarter of an hour noWe 

DRe HORN: First of all, I would like to refer to documents numbered 
L8 to 61, As far as these documents are concerned, 48 to 61, I might use 
the sheets used by the prosecutions 

THE PRESIDENT: Yese 

DRe HORN: Documents 48 to 61 were rejectkd for the reason that they 
were irrelevant, but these documents concern themselves with rearmament, 
or preparation for war, all on the opposite side. Only if I can present the 
German evidence in contradiction to the evidence of the other side can I 
present the motives which determined Hitler and Ribbentrop in basic questions, 
I cannot treat the violation of law of a matter if I de not show the complete 
picture, and for the com, lete picture we need the demeanor of the opposite 
side. Therefore, I consider these documents as hizhly relevant, 

THE PRESIDENT; Yese 

DRe HORN: The next decisive group contains those documents which deal 


with the Polish minority probleme The prosecutor has said that through a 


GermanePolish azreement of the 5th of November 1937, the minority problem was 
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sactioned by both countries, That is, any violation of international law, 
so far as mincrities were concernec, which had antedated this year, would be 
considered a clised chapter. However, that opinicn is certainly not true, 
because cne agreement cannot justify the violation cf a prior agreemcnte 
&s far as these negotieti.ns were concerned, dealing with the pact of 
193), between Germany amd Foland, as I can prove with those documents, it was 
sd that after a general political azreement, regulation or a settlement 
minority question was to take place, as well as the settlement cf the 
Danzig anc Corridor questione 
These questi-ns were to be expressly put to a further settlement by 
negotiation and agreement, and the documents which ceal with the violation 


of internati nal law and minorities cannot be rejected or turned down because 


another acreement for the solving of this questi-n. 

The second cbjecticn fr this group consists of the fact that the 
minority problem was called irrelevant. Just a moment azo I stated that the 
British Prime Minister Chanerlain realizec the need for the settlement of thi: 
probleme I will submit this documents it is document number 200 in my docume 
bocke This questi.n was considered necessary cf solution by all politically 
concerned, and I ask that the ccc: ment in questicn be admitted. 

These documents cannot be rejected by the concept of being cumulative. 
These dccuments cannot, as has happened here, be called cumulative and refusec 
since, on the strength cf that document, m proposing to prove that since 
1919 the contract regarding minorities had been violated. 

I submit documents from the International Tribunal cf the Hague and 
the League of Nations at Geneva, showing that these viclations took place 


during a period of over 20 yearse 


The objecti-ns against dccuments number 286 to 289, which have been 


by the Soviet Delegation, I accept, and I withdraw the cccuments 286 


Since the book “America in the Battle of the Continents" has been 

1 to by the Tribunal, I also withdraw document 290, 1 to 5. Apert fra 

that, I have referred tc that book under several numbers, and I also withdraw 
all those numbers which refer to the book “america in the Battle of the 
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Continents", 
Regarding the Bnbassy reports, I once more refer to my statement and 
the principal statement which has been made by my eclleague, Dre Dix, a few 


minutes agoe I am convinced that, principally speaking, and on the strength 


of the legal arguments raised -= and also because of the fact that the proses 


cution has made wide use of such reports -- the defense also should be granted 
the privilege cf referring to such reports, particularly since these reports 
were the bases for the formation of opinions on the part of political German 
departmentse 

I should alse not be able to foregc the files f the French General. Staf; 
It has been stated, under 221 to 268, that these documents are supposed to be 
irrelevant. They are not irrelevant, because we had pacts cf neutrality 
with those countries, and in those pacts it had been avreed that Germany would 
respect any neutrality as long as the other party would also respect ite 
Since it would now be possible to prove that the other party did not respect 
this neutrality, the proof== 

THE PRESIDENT: One of the points of Me Champetier de Ribest argument 
was that France was out of the war by 1940. Therefore, documents which were 
drawn up by the French General Staff in 1940 had no relevance in 1941. 

Isn't that so? That is the point that he was makings 

DR. HORN: You mean the French Prosecutor? 

THE YRESIDENT, Yes, the French Frosecutor. 

DRe HORN: Yese However, the fact that breaches of néutzality have been 
committed by France, which were known to the German Government at the time, 
that fact alters the legal situaticn completely. You can't say that Germany 
waged an aggressive war against these countries when, on the strenzth of 
news at our disposal, it was known that the opponents intended to, and did 
realize that, by sending staff officers cut to cecupy these countries. For 
that matter, viclati ns on the part of the opponents occurred, and files 
which have been found prove the intelligence reports which we hade 

Therefore, you cannot accuse Germany of a violation of the neutrality 
pact in this connecti ne 


I would like to ask the Tribunal, therefore, to admit those files, for 
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those reasons, as being relevante 


With reference to the other documents, may I ask to make my statement 
when I submit_the documents to the Tribunal in the presentation of my case? 
THE FRESIDENT: You see, Dre Horn, we want to rule upon it when we have | 


hard your arguments; we don't want to have to rule again over every documente 


We want you to take them in groups, in the way the prosecution cid, so that 


we may make up our minds and rules 

DRe HORN: Yes. Well, these are the main cbhjecti ns which I have to 
make to the procedure adopted by the prosecution, May I ask the Tribunal once 
more to differentiate between the principal objecti ns or considerati ons 
raised by Dre Dix, and the factu-l1 considerati:ns which I have raised with 
reference to the varicus groups? 

THE FRESIDENT: Very well, and we will adjourn now, 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 3 April 196 at 1000 hours). 





